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The present number commences our sixth volume; 
and in alluding to this fact we have no fear iu referring 
to the principles upon which the Solicitors’ Journal was 
avowedly started, and to the reasons which induced 
nearly 200 members of the profession, including many | 
men of the highest standing not only in the metro- | 
en but throughout the provinces, to establish this | 

ournal. It had been long felt that solicitors had been 
without such an organ as their social position in the | 
country demanded, and as would recommend itself not | 
merely to their own body, but to those whose good | 
opinion it was important to them to possess. Judicious | 
men could not help feeling that the maligners of our 
profession might point with triumph to the low tone | 
and mean literature of the existing legal press. Ex- | 
cept in the case of some isolated but noble examples, | 
the general public knew little of what lawyers were | 
doing to assist the progress of wholesome legal reforms. | 
The organ which affected to represent their views and | 
interests did so in a manner and spirit which would | 
justify the bitterest taunts that ever playwright or | 
satirist hurled at professors of the law. As for mem- | 
bers of the legislature and other persons influential in | 
legislation, none of the various law societies and other | 
Tele- bodics, nor any of the leading members of the pro- | 

fession, ever thought of invoking or accepting the aid | 
of the Law Times in informing the minds or influenc- 

ing the opinions of these influential persons. Yet the | 

full tide of law amendment had set in for some time. | 
Important statutes, affecting the law and its administra- 

tion, were fast being added to the statute book, while | 

the solicitors, as a body, were thus virtually without | 

any effective aid from the press, which it cannot be | 

denied is a very powerful agent for such purposes. It | 

was also considered by the numerous and influential | 

body of solicitors who were the promoters, and who are | 

now the suporters of the Solicitors’ Journal, that the | 

time had come when their branch of the legal profession | 

ce ought to have an organ of its own devoted to its | 
+ @ special interests, and the exponent of its special views— | 
iD not with any selfish object as against the public, or | 
s with any similar feeling towards the other branch of | 


the profession. And, moreover, 


; t they thought | 
414" @ it desirable, in the 


present shifting condition | 
38 of of the law, that solicitors should not be without | 
pies, competent advice and information; that they | 
‘parte should have a newspaper of their own, conducted in a | 


TON. 


Bey 


Ca 


| tutes a supplement to it. 


manner of which they nced not be ashamed—one that | Societ 
would be useful to the profession, not only within | that the Solicitor-General will preside on the occasion. 
its own ranks, but far beyond them. Such we confi- | The society has now reached the commencement of the 
dently state this journal has been from its beginning; | nineteenth year of its existence. 
and upon that ground, at the a i 595) gt long period the area of its influence has year after year 


| new volume, we think we are entitled to ask for the 
| general support of the profession, not only in London 


and the great towns, but throughout the entire country. 


| We have long since received from several Judges of the 
| Superior Courts, and from numerous distinguished 


members of the Bar, the most encouraging proofs of the 
high regard which they entertain both for this Journal 
and the Weekly Reporter, which, in fact, consti- 
We have further had 
the satisfaction of knowing that it has had con- 
siderable influence in current legislation, and upon 
members of the government charged with the con- 
duct of measures affecting the law and lawyers; and we 
appeal to our readers whether since this Journal was first 
launched, the profession has not had much more complete 
and reliable information about measures affecting it 
pending before Parliament, the decisions of our various 
courts and their effect upon previous law, the character 
of new legal treatises or new editions of old ones, as 
well as of all other matters of professional interest. 

For the future we promise to do at least as well as 
we have hitherto done, and, as far as possible, to give 
effect to every useful suggestion with which we 
may be favoured by our Ps and, at the close of the 
volume now commencing, we hope to be able to an- 
nounce that there are few solicitors throughout the 
Kingdom, of any business or respectability, who are not 
our subscribers and supporters. 

We have hitherto passed over, with the contempt of 
silence, the statement which has been industriously 
propagated by the Law Times, that this Journal was 
established to support a scheme for the central registra- 
tion of titles to land, and that it is devoted to metro- 
politan interests. The fact is, that among its most 
active promoters were a large number of the foremost 
solicitors in the provincial towns, and many of them 
have been vigorous pg of every scheme for the 
registration of title to land. We believe that there is 
not, and need never be, any conflict of interest between 
metropolitan and provincial solicitors, and that who- 


ever tries to raise such between them is a foe to the 
entire body. ‘The object of raising this cry, however, is 
obviously so selfish and insincere that no person of in- 
telligence is likely to be deceived by it. It is hoped by 
such means, however, to prop up a fallin 
to mislead those amongst the country solicitors who do 
not feel sufficient interest in the matter to inform them- 
selves about it; and it is only for the sake of these 
gentlemen that we thus take the trouble once more of 
exposing this piece of scandalous and persistent misre- 
presentation. 


interest and 


The first general meeting of the Law Amendment 
will be held on Monday next. We understand 


hout that 
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been widening. Through its efforts, in a great mea- 
sure assisted, no doubt, by the powerful advocacy of an 
enlightened and independent press, as well as by the 
friendly co-operation of kindred societies, the whole 
tenor of public opinion has been changed. Those who 
were pertinaciously wedded to the fashions of the past 
have learnt that permanence is consistent with progress, 
and that change may sometimes mean improvement. 
By grappling with subjects of practical importance the 
saciety has won for itself the character of being emi- 
nently useful. Looking over the papers read at the 
general meeting of the last session, we find them, like 
those of previous years, characterised by earnestness, 
learning, and moderation. Among them we may notice 
the following, as giving a good idea of the general busi- 
ness of the society :—‘ On Private Bill Legislation,” 
‘**On Precedure and Evidence in Criminal Trials,” ‘“ On 
the Bankruptcy Bill,” “On Patent Laws,” “ On Capital 
Punishment,” and “ On Allowing Criminal Defendants 
to Give Evidence on Oath.” Though foreign politics 
may probably occupy much of the time of Parliament 
during next session, there are certain subjects connected 
with law amendment pressing for legislation, and which 
cannot well be passed over. The attention of the 
Society will no doubt be directed to some of these in the 
address from the council, which will be read at the 
meeting. Elsewhere in our columns to-day will be 
found a report of a committee appointed by the society 
to consider the existing laws of charitable trusts. This 
report has only just been published, and is a fair speci- 
men of the transactions of the society. 


The Juridical Society will meet on Monday next 
when a paper “On the Plan of M. Bouteral for Re- 
placing Patents by a Public Remuneration of Inventors,” 
will be read by Mr. Westlake. 


Mr. Baron Bramwell, on the 6th inst., delivered the 
judgment of the Court of Exchequer in the case of 
Hatch v. Lewis. The action was brought by the plain- 
tiff to recover damages for the negligence of the defen- 
dants, Messrs. Lewis and Lewis, of Ely-place, as his 
attorneys in conducting his defence on an indictment 
preferred against him at the Central Criminal Court 
for indecent assaults on two young girls named 
Plummer. At the trial before the Lord Chief Baron 
the jury found a verdict for the plaintiff with 40s. 
damages. An application was then made to the learned 
judge to certify for costs, and on his refusal a rule was 
moved for and obtained on behalf of the plaintiff 
to enable the plaintiff to recover the costs of the action. 
On Monday last counsel for the defendants showed 
cause against the rule, and the plaintiffs counsel were 
heard in support when the arguments were adjourned to 
Wednesday. The Court was then unanimously of opinion 
that the rule should be discharged, upon the ground that 
it was in effect an attempt to appeal against the decision 
of the Chief Baron refusing to certify tor costs. 


We give the following short General Order in our | 


leading columns as it is not generally known to the pro- 
iession, not having been yet printed. 
The 16th day of August, 1861. 
ORDER OF COURT. 

ido Order that the Accountant-General of this Court, in 
acting under orders hereafter to be made for the payment of 
dividends on Bank stock standing in his name, do, unless the 
particular order shall otherwise provide, draw for the whole 
half-yearly dividend, which may from time to time be declared 
on such stock. 

And that the said Accountant-General, in acting under 
orders heretofore made for the payment of such dividends, and 
which orders have been included in, or may hereafter be added 
to any: schedule to any general order in that. behalf already 
made, do draw for the whole of such half-yearly dividend. 
But that the said Accountant-General, in acting under any 
orders heretofore made, and not included in, or directed to be 
added to any such schedule, do, until further order, draw for 
Three and a half per Cent. only of the half-yearly dividend 
declared on such Bank stock. WESTBURY, C. 





Nov. 9, 1861. 








The Lord Chancellor has by a Bankruptcy General 
Order, directed that such unfinished matters as consist 
of business now pending in the Insolvency Court shall 
be proceeded with by its commissioners. ‘The meanin 
of the terms “ now pending,” has been raised in sever 
cases, and the commissioners consider that in protection 
insolvencies they still have jurisdiction where the first 
examination has been adjourned, or the protection order 
refused. It has further been stated that the Lord 
Chancellor and two of the commissioners are of opinion 
that under the new Act, where the Insolvent Court had 
pronounced a final judgment, its jurisdiction was at an 
end, even though further assets might come in; that in 
fact the insolvency was a matter pending in reference to 
the adjudication against the insolvent, but that as to 
the administration of his estate, it is not a matter 
pending. ‘This point was discussed in an application 
to Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, who has reserved his 
judgment for the purpose of consulting with his brother 
commissioners. 


On Wednesday last Lord Chiet Justice Cockburn 
stated that the Court of Queen’s Bench would take 
motions for new trials in cases which had been tried 
before Mr. Justice Hill, in the absence of that learned 
judge. His lordship also stated that it was doubtful 
whether Mr. Justice Hill would be able to give the Court 
his valuable assistance during the present sittings. 


The gentlemen who are to constitute the Royal Com- 
mission on the Irish Law Courts have been named; they 
are Lord Justice Blackburn, Chief Justice Monahan, 
Baron Hughes, Mr. O’Hagan, Mr. Lawson, Mr. Napier 
(ex Lord Chancellor), Mr. Brewster, Sir W. Page Wood, 
Sir W. Atherton, and Sir Roundell Palmer. The Com- 
mission has not yet passed the Great Seal, but we 
understand the Commissioners are not likely to sit 
until next long vacation. 


The Yelverton Marriage Case will, in a few days, be 
again brought prominently before the public. The ex- 
ceptions taken to the charge of Chief Justice Monahan 
will be argued before the full Court of Common Pleas 
in Ireland next week. 


We understand that Mr. W. Cox, late M.P. for Fins- 
bury, who was, as most of our readers are aware, formerly 
a solicitor in good practice, is about entering himself at 
one of the Inns of Court, with the intention of becoming 
a member of the Bar. 


- _ ——~<—_-——_ _ - 
PROPOSED ALTERATIONS IN THE LAW OF TRADE 
RKS. 


Great anxiety has been displayed for same years past 
to have the law of trade marks placed upon a footing 
that would secure the rights of the manufacturer and 
guard the interests of the public. There have been 
numerous deputations upon the subject to the President 
of the Board of Trade and other ministers, and several 
of the great manufacturing towns have, through their 
chambers of commerce, made known their desire for 
legislation upon it. Accordingly, in the last session of 
Parliament and the session previously, a short but com- 
| prehensive Bill dealing with the matter was introduced 

into the House of Commons by a member of the Govern- 

ment. Its general object was to render, or, to declare, 
| punishable as a misdemeanour, the fraudulent marking 
| of merchandise. ‘The fate of the Bill of last session 
| afforded a remarkable instance of how difficult it is to 
| push such a measure through the House of Commons, 
| during any session in which that assembly is seized with 
' a special ‘passion for debating. It was very frequently 
| down in the orders of the day and near coming on for 
| discussion, when it would most probably have passed, 
| and have received the sanction of the House of Lor 
| If we may judge, however, from the papers read by Mr. 
| Arthur Ryland and Mr. J. Morris at the late meeting 
| of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 




















tter 
tion 

his 
‘her 


bra 
erly 
lf at 
ning 


ADE 


| past 
tin 
| a 
been 
ident 
veral 
their 
e for 
on of 
com- 
luced 
yern- 
clare, 
rking 
ssion 
is to 
mons, 
with 
ently 
n for 
, 
Ords. 
y Mr. 
eting 
ation, 

















Nov. 9 1861. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





3 











the unwonted misfortunes of this Bill were a piece of 
good luck to all whose interests it concerned, and espe- 
cially to the manufacturers who were mainly to be 
affected by it. Both of these gentlemen take exception 
to the definition of the term trade mark contained in the 
Bill. It is as follows :— 

The expression trade mark shall extend to and include any 
name, letter, mark, device. figure, sign, seal, stamp, label, or 
other thing lawfully used by any person to denote any chattel 
to be of the manufacture, workmanship, production, or mer- 
chandise of such person. 


Messrs. Ryland and Morris both object to this defini- 
tion for being too comprehensive; and they agree in 
drawing a distinction between the use of a manufacturer's 
name or label and his trade mark. ‘“ Bya trade mark,” 
says Mr. Ryland, “I do not understand a manufac- 
turer’s name nor his label describing the quality of his 
wares, but a device used to indicate the person by whom, 
or the works where, the article bearing it was made or 
sold.” * Mr. Morris complains that the late Bill “dealt 
with two very distinct offences—the first relating to 
fraudulent trade marks; the second to false labelling.” 
He says— 

That trade marks refer wholly to ownership or to that pro- 

perty which arises from manufactures. False labelling includes 
many cases in which no question of trade mark or peculiar 
ownership is involved, as, for instance, the false marking of 
goods as to quantity or length. For reasons, which I shall after- 
wards explain, I would limit the offence of false labelling to 
ceases in which there is a false indication as to quantity, length, 
or the name of the manufacturer or owner. 
Mr. Morris draws a further distinction between labels 
and trade marks, by describing the latter as partaking 
of the nature of a civil wrong, and the former as coming 
under the head of criminal law. In using the word 
label, however, he always appears to have before his 
mind nothing else than the false marking of goods 
as to length or quantity, or the name of the manu- 
facturer or owner. Mr. Ryland strongly insists upon 
the advantage of a system of registration by manu- 
facturers of what he has described as trade marks ; and 
in this recommendation Mr. Morris is upon the whole, 
but not without some difficulty, disposed to agree; and 
these recommendations, coming as they do from two 
gentlemen so largely connected with the manufacturing 
and mercantile world, will no doubt have great weight 
with the Legislature when the subject again comes on for 
discussion, as it is sure to do in the next session. But 
while we admit the extensive information which they 
have displayed in their essays, and willingly acknowledge 
the force of much that they have said upon this point, 
it appears to us that the ground which they occupy in 
common is not quite tenable, and is at all events open to 
attack. 

In the first place it is clear that, although Mr. Ryland 
and Mr. Morris agree pretty closely as to their defini- 
tion of a trade mark, they differ widely when they 
come to define a label; for while the former gentle- 
man considers it to describe the quality of wares, the 
latter would limit the offence of false labelling to ‘ cases 
in which there is a false indication as to quantity, length, 
or the name of the manufacturer or owner.” He con- 
siders that “the words quality, substance, material, 
manner or place” are objectionable. The remarks which 
we have quoted sufficiently disclose the extreme diffi- 
culty which besets legislative definitions for the pur- 
poses of the proposed Bill. ‘There are certain classes of 
goods -- with the principal of which Mr. Ryland and his 
Birmingham clients are most familiar—which are nearly 
always characterised by what is popularly known as a 

* “The Registration of Trade Marks: ” a paper read before the Metro- 
poijitan and Provincial Law Association at its annual meeting at Wor- 


cester, 1861, by Arthur Ryland, Esq., Solicitor, Birmingham. See 5 Soli- 
citors’ Journal, p. 839. 


+ On Fraudulent Trade Marks; ” a paper read before the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association at its annual meeting at Worcester, 1861, 
by John Morris, Esq. See 5 Solicitors Journal, p. 820. 








trade mark, namely, a certain device representing some 
animal known to the actual or mythical world, which is 
impressed upon each article, and of itself, without the use 
of any word, is intended to speak for itself. But there 
are many other kinds of merchandise which do not 
admit of this marking of each article, and can only be 
distinguished by the use of some wrapper, label, or 
vessel, either of a particular kind or shape, or having 
something to distinguivh it. Is it contended that the 
makers of pins or needles, powder or shot, hair- 
dye, or Eau-de-Cologne are not entitled to precisely 
the same kind of protection, and by the use of the same 
means, as the makers of knives and forks, or a ship's 
anchor? Mr. Ryland sees this difficulty, and suggests 
that it should be enacted that marking the wrapper, &c., 
should be deemed a marking of the goods. But then 
it is evident that neither he nor Mr. Morris would con- 
sider anything upon a wrapper as a trade mark, —— 
such a device as we have alluded to, and such as would 
be deemed one if impressed upon some article 
belonging to the other classes of goods to which we 
have referred. But this would be, at one stroke, to 
demolish in effect the trade-mark rights of a large 
number of manufacturers of labelled goods, under t 
proposed registration scheme of Mr. Ryland, inasmuch 
as they have not been in the habit of using such a trade 
mark as will be consistent with the proposed definition. 
The truth is, it would be extremely convenient if the 
definition suggested by Mr. Ryland could be adopted ; 
but, of course, it will not be, if its adoption would lead 
to the forfeiture of the rights of so numerous a class of 
persons as we have just mentioned. At all events, in 
case his scheme for registration (which we believe has 
considerable support amongst manufacturers) shall meet 
the approval of the Legislature, it will be necessary to have 
some provision in the Act to save these rights. But sub- 
stantially we think that the Bill proposed last session is 
less free from objection, and would lead to less em- 
barrassment than what is now proposed ; although in the 
event of Mr. Ryland’s scheme being carried out, and 
an enactment passed to protect the rights of owners of 
labels and quasi-trade marks —even if it compelled 
them to adopt and register in lieu thereof some mere 
device or mark—the distinction proposed by Mr. Ryland 
to be made in point of law between trade marks and 
labels would no doubt be very convenient, and would 
recommend itself to manufacturers and the public by 
its clearness and simplicity. But upon the question of 
registration we entertain no little misgiving, the reasons 
for which we shall state presently. Meanwhile we refer 
those of our readers who feel any interest in the discussion 
which has taken placeas tothe definition ofa trade mark 
to that contained in the 478th article of the Indian Penal 
Code of 1860. We print elsewhere in our columns 
to-day the articles of the code relating to trade and 
property marks, as we think the definitions there given 
are worthy of imitation in several respects. 

We return now for a moment to Mr. Kyland’s scheme 
for the registration of trade marks. It is certainly 
very ingenious, and is, no doubt, calculated to make a 
favourable impression. He takes the idea from the 
registry of designs under the Copyright of Desigas 
Act, 5 & 6, Viet. c. 100; and would exclude from the 
operation of the proposed Act, the piracy of all marks 
not registered. His notion is that the registrar's certi- 
ficate should be conclusive evidence of title, and that 
upon receiving an application to have a mark put upon 
the register, it should be the duty of the registrar to 
see that the mark was not already upon it for the par- 
ticular manufacture. The registrar is then to give “notice 
in the London Gazette and some paper published at or 
near the claimant's place of business, stating the par- 
ticulars of the claim, and within what time notices of 
objectionare to be sent in;” and Mr.Rylan would make the 
County Court, the tribunal for the decision of all such 
cases. Now, to our minds, these suggestions are open to 
many objections. First, if the registrar's certificate is to 
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be conclusive, and notice of a claim is only to be such 
as described above, the effect would sometimes be to 
substantiate or create a title where it did not exist 
previously, or, at all events, was questionable. Few 
people read the London Gazette, and the suggested 
notice would be likely to reach only those in the 
claimant's neighbour!o00d, so that a person who resided 
at a distance, but had a better right to. the use of the 
mark, might be concluded without having had an 
opportunity of being heard. Experience has shown 
that registration itself for the purposes of notice is 
extremely unsatisfactory. For the last quarter of a 
century, until recently, a register has beenthe panacea 
for nearly all those evils or inconveniences which lie in 
that region which comprises the border land of com- 
merce and jurisprudence. ‘lhe Joint Stock Companies 
Act of 1844 was the first grand experiment in this di- 
rection. It was to be the cure for all such monstrous 
commercial frauds as were disclosed to the committee 
who recommended the provisions of that Act. It pro- 
vided for registration of all kinds, provisional and 
complete, and instituted the most elaborate machinery 
for the wholesale production of certificates by registrars 
and visited default in minute particulars with the’ 
severest penalties. It wasthus intended that the public 
should know everything about such associations, and 
that any person should be enabled to go to the registry, 
and for a trifling fee to gain as much information as he 
could possibly — about any company constituted 
under the Act. But, practically, all these provisions 
and all this machinery proved utterly abortive, both 
as to the object proposed and the means adopted. 
Three years ago Lord Goderich brought forward a bill 
to provide for the general registration of private part- 
nerships, which contained the most stringent provisions 
to compel every firm to return the names of its mem- 
bers, and other particulars, to the registrar of births, 
deaths, and marriages, and, strange to say, this absurd 
measure met with a marvellously unanimous support 
from the provincial chambers of commerce. In how many 
other ways, and how uselessly, the aid of the register 
has been invoked of late years, time would fail us to 
tell. We have adverted to the foregoing instances only 
by way of illustration, but, however useful a registry 
may be where merely information is required, we have 
always considered it a dangerous expedient where the 
registrar is substituted compulsorily for the superior 
judges, and where by means of it, rights may be lost for 
want of, and sometimes even notwithstanding, a sharp 
look-out by those who possess them, and where 
title may be gained unfairly. In the proportion 
that the title to the trade marks used throughout this 
country is unquestionable, a register is useless. To 
the extent that they are of doubtful ownership or 
nearly so, litigation must precede their recognition on 
the register. But why invite such a host of contentions? 
or why put manufacturers, whose title to use particular 
marks is not easily proved, in the dilemma either of 
proving it, or of being deprived of an important 
statutory protection to their property? And then, if 
parties are contending about a right of very great 
pecuniary value, why drive them into the nearest county 
court for its determination, and close the door of 
every other tribunal hitherto open to them for that 
purpose? ‘These are some of the difticulties which occur 
to our, minds on reading Mr. Ryland’s ingenious paper. 
Other objections of a special character lie against the 
conclusions at which Mr. Morris has arrived; we allude 
particularly to the distinction which he attempts to 
draw between false labelling and the fraudulent use of 
trade marks, which leads him to hesitate before he 
would recognize the latter as being of a criminal 
nature. He would not allow the representation of 
quality to come into consideration when determining 
the crime of false labelling. ‘The falsity must be as to 
quantity, length, or the name of manufacturer or owner ; 
but he will not deny that a trade mark frequently repre- 





sents not only that the article comes from a particular 
manufactory, but that it is of a certain quality. But if 
such a mark be fraudulently used by a stranger, his act 
is as much a crime as if he had affixed a label with a 
false name. 

Both these gentlemen, however, have done great 
service not only to manufacturers and merchants but 
the public, by the able manner in which they have dis- 
cussed the questions to which we have alluded. 


-——_-__—@——__—— — 


ALTERATIONS IN COMMON LAW PLEADING 
UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861, 

The extensive alterations recently introduced into the law 
of bankruptcy will be felt throughout all other branches of 
the law which are at all concerned with the relation of debtor 
and creditor and the settlement of their respective rights. 
But these alterations will bear with a peculiar effect upon 
the procedure in actions at common law, where the new or 
altered modes of creating, assigning, and discharging rights 
and liabilities now brought into operation will have to be 
ascertained and defined with all the precision required by 
the process of pleading. The rights of action and defences 
at common law under proceedings in bankruptcy have been, 
for the most part, much modified, and in some instances 
entirely re-cast by the new Act; and the practice and pre- 
cedents of pleading hitherto in use will require a correspond- 
ing alteration. Some forms will be found altogether super- 
seded; some will require much adaptation to render them 
serviceable ; and in some cases quite new forms must be 
devised and ventured upon to meet the altered matter of the 
pleading. 

It is essential for practitioncrs in the common law courts to 
make themselves aequainted with all such alterations, and 
to be provided, as far as possible, for all the novel 
emergencies which may now be expected at any moment 
to arise. We propose to offer our assistance upon this 
occasion by pointing out, in a short series of articles, the 
principle alterations which may be anticipated in com- 
mon law pleading in consequence of the new procedure in 
bankruptcy, and by supplying some precedents of forms 
adapted for those alterations. We feel bound, however, at 
the outset, to caution our readers that we shall be dealing, 
in this attempt, with matter which has not, as yet, received 
the light of judicial interpretation; and, consequently, to beg 
them not to adopt our statements unreservedly as ascertained 
law, but to regard them rather as suggestions and specula- 
tions, to be accepted with a suitable degree of reserve, and 
in a spirit of critical inquiry. 

DecLaRations BY THE AsSIGNEES OF A BANKRUPT. 

The alterations which require to be noticed first are those 
relating to the parties to actions instituted for the purpose 
of calling in and recovering the bankrupt’s estates. 

Under the old Jaw, an official assignee was, in all cases, 
appointed immediately upon adjudication to act as sole 
assignee, until the appoiutment of the assignee or assignecs 
chosen by the creditors (see the Bankrupt Law Consolida- 
tion Act, 1849, 12 & 13 Vict, c. 106, ss. 39, 102, 139). The 
personal estate, debts, and effects vested accordingly, first 
in the official assignee solely, and subsequently in the official 
assignee jointly with the assignee or assignees chosen by the 
creditors, by virtue of the 141st section of the Act of 1849, 
which, as it is still in foree, requires particularly to be noticed. 
This section enacts that “when any person shall have been 
adjudged a bankrupt, all his personal estate and effects, 
present and future, wheresoever the same may be found, or 
known; and all property which he may purchase, or which 
may revert, descend, be devised or bequeathed, or come to 
him before he shall have obtained his certificate, and all 
debts due or to be due to him, wheresoever the same may be 
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found or known; and the property, right, and interest in 
such debts shall become absolutely vested in the assignees 
for the time being for the henefit of the creditors of the 
bankrupt, by virtue of their appointment; and after such 
appointment neither the bankrupt, nor any person claiming 
through or under him, shall have power to recover the same, 
nor to make any releasc or discharge thereof; neither shall 
the same be attached as the debt of the bankrupt by any 
person according to the custom of the city of London, or 
otherwise; but such assignees shall have like remedy to re- 
cover the same in their own names as the bankrupt himself 
might have had if he had not been adjudged bankrupt.” 
This section is still in force to vest the personal estate and 
debts of the bankrupt in the assignees for the time being; 
but a great change occurs in the mode of appointing the 
assignees; and moreover, the section is materially modified 
by the sections of the new Act touching the right of col- 
lecting and recovering the debts owing to the estate. 

The official assignee is appointed by the Court as before, 
under the old Act, s. 102; and by s. 108 of the new Act it 
is provided that “immediately on adjudication, it shall be 
the duty of the official assignee to take possession of the 
bankrupt’s estate, and to retain possession thereof until the 
appointment of a creditors’ assignee. 

The creditors’ assignee is appointed under section 116, 
enacting that—“ At the first meeting of creditors, or any ad- 
journment thereof, it shall be competent to the majority in value 
of the creditors who have proved debts to choose an assignee or 
assignees of the bankrupt’s estate and effects, and to be 
called the creditors’ assignee.” And by section 117, “ upon 
the appointment of the creditor's assignee, all the estate, 
both real and personal, of the bankrupt shall be devested 
out of the official assignee, and vested in the creditors’ 
assignec,” * 

With respect to the right to sue for the debts of the bank- 
rupt, it seems, from these sections, that the official assignee 
is sole assignee of the estate of the bankrupt, and entitled 
to sue in respect thereof until the appointment of the 
creditors’ assignee. This interval, during which the estate 
remains in the official assignee, will not, in general, be 
sufficiently long to make it prudent for the official assignee 
to commence an action, as by the clause devesting the 
estate, the action previously commenced would be defeated. 
Occasions might arise, however, in which it would be neces- 
sary or advisable to do so. Upon the appointment of the 
creditors’ assignee all the estate devests out of the official 
assignee, and vests in the creditors’ assignee, who there- 
upon becomes sole assignee of the estate and effects and 
debts of the bankrupt. This section alone would seem 
sufficient to give the creditor's assignee all the rights of 
action belonging to the estate; but his duties are more par- 
ticularly described, and to some extent modified, by the fol- 
lowing sections, 127 and 128 :— 

By section 127, “the creditor’s assignee shall manage 
and, except as herein provided (see the next section), realise 
and recover the estate belonging to the bankrupt wherever 
situated, and convert the same into money.” By section 128, 
“the official assignee shall collect, realise, and recover 
every debt due to the estate, the amount of which shall not 
exceed the sum of ten pounds; and as to all such sums of 
money he shall be and shall be deemed sole assignee of the 
estate, notwithstanding the appointment of a creditors’ 
assignee.” 

Hence, after the appointment ‘of the creditors’ assignee 
the estate is divided. All rights of action belonging to the 
estate are vested in the creditors’ assignee, and he is the pro- 
per person to sue in respect of them, except as to debts not 
exceeding the sum of ten pounds. ’ As to all debts due to 
the estate, the amount of which shall not exceed the sum of 
ten pounds, the official assignee is to be deemed the sole 





assignee, although by section 117 all the estate has been de- 
vested. out of him, and the official assignee is the proper 
and only party to suc for their recovery. 

This division of the estate between the two assignees is 
likely to causc some embarrassment, and even to raise some 
obstacle to the recovery of debts; for the title of the one 
or other assignee to sue will depend, in many cases, upon 
the assessment of the debt by the jury. If the amount of a 
debt sued for by a creditor’s assignee is assessed by the jury at 
an amount not exceeding ten pounds, he would not be en- 
titled to recover; and, on the other hand, if the official 
assignee sues for a debt which is assessed at an amount ex- 
ceeding ten pounds he would not be entitled to recover; and in 
either case, though the debt is established, the plaintiff must be 
nonsuited. The difficulty may, perhaps, be obviated by joining 
both assignees, in all cases of doubt as to the amount of the 
debt, under the power given by the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1860, s. 19, which enacts that, “the joinder of 
too many plaintiffs shall not be fatal, but every action may 
be brought in the name of all the persons in whom the legal 
right may be supposed to exist; and judgment may be given 
in favour of the plaintiffs by whom the action is brought, or 
of one or more of them; or, in case of any question of 
misjoinder being raised, then in favour of such one or more 
of them as shall be adjudged by the Court to be entitled to 
recover: provided always, that the defendant, though un- 
successful, shall be entitled to ‘his costs occasioned by 
joining any person or persons in whose favour judgment is 
not given, unless otherwise ordered by the Court or a judge.” 

Where the assignees sue separately for causes of action 
within théir respective shares of the estate, it will be neces- 
sary in the declaration to show the title of the plaintiff—that 
is to say, to point out which assignee is suing, and that he 
has a title to sue. Inthe action by the creditors’ assignee 
it seems necessary to negative the exception as to debts not 
exceeding ten pounds; and in the action by the official 
assignee, it seems necessary to allege the claim to be in 
respect of a debt not exceeding ten pounds. The following 
is suggested as the form of the declaration .— 


Declaration by the Creditors’ Assignee or Oficial Assignee of a Bankrupt. 
In the Queen’s Bench [or Common Pleas or Exchequer]. 
The —— day of ——, a.D. —— 

(Venue) A. B., the creditors’ assignee [or official assignee] of the estate and 
effects of C. D., a bankrupt according to the statutes in force concerning 
bankrupts, by —— ——, his attorney [or in person], sues E. F. for [here 
state the cause of action in the ordinary way, alleging it to have accrued to 
the bankrupt before the bankruptcy, and showing it to be a debt exceeding ten 
pounds if the plaintiff is the creditors’ assignee, or @ debt not exceeding ten 
pounds if the plaintiff is the oficial assignee} and the plaintiff as assignee as 
aforesaid claims £——. 

We have here endeavoured to trace out the arrangement 
effected by the new statute as to the rights of action belong- 
ing to the estate, but we speak with much doubt as to the 
result, and with still more doubt as to the intentions of its 
framers. It seems probable that the division of the estate 
between the two assignees was suggested by some conve- 
nience attending it in dealing with the estate in the Court 
of Bankruptcy, and that the effects of such a division upon 
the process of recovering the debts in the courts of law 
were quite overlooked. We cannot suppose that the possible 
avoidance of the risk of nonsuit, where the debt runs near 
the prescribed limit, by a recourse to the new provision of 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1860, was within the 
contemplation of the framers of the Act, for if they had been 
so far conscious of the difficulty they would have been 
careful to provide a more convenient remedy than the awk- 
ward one of encumbering the record with an additional and 
useless party. If this plan is not adopted, or is not success- 
ful, we may expect a series of decisions analogous to those 
relating to County Court jurisdiction. . The large and unedi- 





c 
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separate debts and separate items of the same debt will also 


find a new application. A similar limitation of actions» 


different scales of costs; but here a mistake in selecting the 
proper assignee for plaintiff will be followed by conse- 
quences far more serious than the loss of costs, for it will 
entirely defeat the action. 
(To be continued. ) 
- een ‘aa -- 
CHARITABLE USES. 

An Act was passed last session (24 & 25 Vict. c. 9) altering 

the law relative to grants to charitable uses, ‘The Bill was 
brought in by Lord Cranworth. 
First, with respect to 
past remedies some defects, and obviates some 
doubts and difficulties, To this part of it we shall not further 
refer, Secondly, with respect to the time to come, the Act 
introduces some important modifications in the law as estab. 
lished by the so-called Statute of Mortmain (9 Geo. 2, c. 36). 
Without going in detail into these alterations, we propose to 
state what appear to be, in effect, the statutory rules govern- 
ing future grants, under the two Acts taken together; pre- 
mising— 

(1.) That the provisions thus stated apply to deeds or 
assurances made after 17 May, 1861: 

(2.) That they do not apply to property in Scotland or in 
Ireland: 

(3.) That there are exceptions in favour of the Universities 
of Oxford and Cambridge, and of their colleges; and of the 
colleges of Eton, Winchester, and Westminster: 

(4.) That the provisions relating to real property apply to 
rents, advowsons, and all other hereditaments, corporeal or in- 
corporeal, and to all estates, or interests in, or charges or in- 
cumbrances on, real property. 

By the joint effect, then, of the two Acts— 


1. Freeholds, 


Real property (not being copyhold or customary, as to 
which the provisions are stated below) cannot be granted to a 
chariteble use, and an attempted grant is void, unless the fol- 
lowing conditions are complied with:— 

(1.) The grant must be made by deed, sealed and delivered 
in the presence of two or more credible witnesses; 

(2.) Unless the grant is made bond fide on a sale for a full 
and valuable consideration, it must be made twelve calendar 
months, at least, before the death of the grantor; 

(3.) The grant must be made to take effect immediately in 
possession for the charitable use; 

(4.) It must be without any power of revocation for the 
benefit of the grantor, or of any person claiming under him; 

(5.) It must be without any reservation, trust, condition, or 
agreement for such benefit, other than the following :— 

(a) A grant or reservation of a peppercorn or other 
nominal rent, cr of any mines, minerals, or easement; 

(4) Provisions as to buildings, roads, drainage, nuisances, 
or the like, for the use and enjoyment as well of the 
property granted as of adjacent or neighbouring 
property ; 

(c) A right of entry on non-payment of the nominal rent, 
or breach of any such provision; 

(d) Any stipulations of the like nature for the benefit of 
the grantor, or of any person claiming under him; 

(6.) In any reservation the grantor must reserve the same 
benetits for his representatives as for himself; 

(7.) The deed must be enrolled in Chancery within six cal- 
endar months after execution; but where there is a deed or 
assurance for conveying the property with a separate or other 
deed or instrument for declaring the charitable uses, it is not 
necessary to enrol the conveying deed or assurance, and it is 
eufficient to enrol the declaring deed or instrument within six 
calendar months after the making or perfecting of the conveying 
deed or assurance. 


The Act has two distinct objects. 


- he a. 
grants, it 


2. Copyholds. 


The foregoing provisions extend to property of copyhold or 
customary tenure, with these exceptions; 





(2.) Where the ¢ 


' full and valuable consideration, the consideration may consist 
; 1: : ‘ : | wholly or partly of a rent, rent charge or other annual pay- 
according to the umount recovered, occurs in reference to the | 


ment, reserved or made payable to the vendor or any other 
person with or without a right of re-entry on non-payment, 
3. Personal Property. 

All the provisions relating to the grant of real property 
apply to the gift or assignment of personal property (except 
stock in the public funds) to be laid ont in the purchase of real 
property. As to stock in the public funds, unless the transfer 
is made bond Jide on a sale for # full and valuable consideration, 
it must be made six calendar months at least before the death 
of the donor. 

ft is scarcely necessary to add that no change is made in the 
law prohibiting the testamentary disposition for charitable 
uses of real property or of personal property to be laid out in 
the purchase of real property. 


a 


The Courts. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KInDERSLEY.) 

Nov. 7.—In re Lett, ex parte Parry.—In this case, Mr. 
Lett, solicitor in London, being employed as the agent of Mr. 
Parry, who was a solicitor in the country, brought an action for 
his bill of costs; and Mr. Parry, according to the ordinary 
course in such cases, got an order at common law to get Mr, 
Lett’s bill taxed. Some of the items forming the bill being for 


business done in Chancery, the taxing-master at common law 
referred that portion to one of the taxing-masters of this Court, 
with whose finding the plaintiff at law was dissatisfied. 

Application was now made that such taxing-master might 
review such finding, on the ground that, as he was an officer of 
this Court, this Court only had any control over him. 


The Vice-CHANCELLOR said this was a novel motion, for 
which there was no precedent. The taxing-master at common 
law had pursued the ordinary course in obtaining the opinion 
(for it was nothing more) of a taxing-master of this Court, and 
that was, in fact, only carrying out a portion of the policy of 
the law in such cases; and the officer to whom the bill was at 
first referred dealt with the whole matter. There being no 
matter or cause pending in this Court, it was impossible for this 
Court to make the order asked; the motion must, therefore, be 
refused. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Sitting in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN, 
Justices WIGHTMAN and BLACKBURN), 


Nov. 2.—Re Frederic Hulton —In this case an application 
was made on behalf of Mr. Frederic Hulton, an articled clerk, 
for an order of the Court that his time of service might be 
computed from the date of his articles, notwithstanding there 
had been an omission to register and file the articles within the 
six months. ‘The applicant was articled to Messrs. Birchall 
and Wilson, solicitors, of Preston, on the 2nd of July, 1858, 
and the omission complained of was made by Mr. Birchall him- 
self, ‘That gentleman, who was deputy-clerk of the peace for 
Lancashire, was much pressed with business at the time of the 
execution of the articles. The articles had been put away in 
a strong box, and it was only lately discovered thas the articles 
had not been registered and filed. 

The Lord Chief Justice said it would be necessary for the 
applicant to bring the matter to the knowledge of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and that the rule would be made abso- 
lute unless cause was shown to the contrary. 

Rule nisi granted. 


Re the Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester 
Waterworks Company—An application was made on behalf 
of this company for arnie calling upon the registrar of the 
county court of Kent, at Rochester, anda Mr. Young, to show 
cause why the registrar should not receive and approve of & 
certain bond for the security of costs, ‘The registrar refused 
to receive the bond, simply onthe ground that the company, being 
a corporation, could not enter into a bond. ‘The company had 
been proceeded against for negligence, &c., in the county court, 
and had entered into the required bond, with sureties (the 








wa 
sist 
ay- 
her 


rty 
ept 
real 
sfer 
ion, 
ath 


the 
ible 
t in 


Mr. 
Mr. 
| for 
ary 
Mr, 
for 
law 
urt, 


ight 
r of 


, for 
mon 
nion 
and 
y of 
3 at 
- no 
this 
, be 


JRN, 


tion 
erk, 
t be 
here 

the 
hall 
858, 
1im- 
» for 
the 
y in 
icles 


the 
cor- 
bso- 


ster 
half 
the 
how 
of a 
used 
eing 
had 
yurt, 
(the 





Nov. 9, 1861. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 7 














Mayor of Rochester and another gentleman), to move the 
action into the superior courts, and it was this bond that the 
registrar refused to take. 

Rule granted. 


Willismer vy. Jackson.—The plaintiff was an insolvent, 
carrying on business in Coleman-street, City, and Fen- 
church-buildings, and the defendant was the assignee under 
the insolvency. The action was brought by the plaih- 
tiff to recover from the defendant the value of certain articles 
which the plaintiff claimed as excepted articles, and which the 
defendant had sold as assignee of the estate. By the Act of 
Parliament an insolvent was at liberty to select from his pro- 
perty, wearing apparel, bedding necessaries, and tools in his 
trade, to the value of £20; and the question here was whether 
the plaintiff was entitled to claim these articles, which were 
on the premises in Fenchurch-buildings, he having omitted to 
mention them in his schedule. The action was tried at 
the last Croydon Assizes, when the verdict was for the 
plaintiff, damages £9, with leave for the defendant to 
move the Court for a nonsuit, or that the verdict might be 
entered for him. A rule was now moved for the plaintiff 
to show cause why the verdict should not be entered for 
the defendant. It was contended on behalf of the de- 
fendant, that if the excepted articles exceeded £20, the 
schedule should have set forth the articles selected to that 
amount, and that the articles, with the exception of £20 worth, 
vested in the assignee, and that the assignee had a right to 
sell them because the insolvent had not excepted them. 

Mr Justice Wigutman.—But the law excepts them. The 
assignee has here sold the things without waiting for the in- 
solvent to except them. He should have called on the insol- 
vent to have done so, and if he had declined then to have 
selected £20 worth for the insolvent. 

The rule was ultimately refused. 


Nov. 5.—Nazer v. Wade.—In this case a motion was made 
under the 222nd section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852, (15 & 16 Vict. c. 76), to have a writ of summons 
sealed as on the 7th of October last. It appeared that the 
writ in question had been taken to the office to be renewed 
within the six months prescribed by the 11th section of the 
Act, but that in consequence of his having to attend a 
faneral, the attorney did not take the necessary steps to 
have the seal affixed within the six months. Application 
was now made to have the seal affixed, it being con- 
tended on the part of the applicant that the neglect to get the 
seal affixed wasa “defect or error,” which the Court, under 
the 222nd section, could amend, by ordering the seal to be 
affixed. 

Mr. Justice WigHTMAN thonght this would not be amending 
an error or defect, but granting a new writ. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN referred to the 11th section 
of the Act, which enacted that no writ of summons should be 
in force for more than six months, at the same time giving 
power to have it renewed within the six months by getting the 
seal affixed by the proper officer within that time. 

It was stated that the same motion had been made by mis- 
take in the Court of Common Pleas, and that the Lord Chief 
Justice Erle thought the question deserved some consideration. 

Lord Chief Justice CockEuRN, upon this statement, said 
the Court would take time to consider. and would confer with 
the other judges, as it was desirable to lay down some rule upon 
the subject. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp Cuter Baron and Barons 
BRAMWELL, CHANNELL, and WILDE.) 


Nov. 2.—Re Mant.—As soon as their lordships had taken 
their seats on the bench, Mr. Mant, an attorney, appeared on 
the floor of the court to receive judgment. 

Mr. Baron Bramwell, addressing him, said, that upon the 
report of the master the Court had been enabled to come to a 
conclusion as to the truth of the case to which that report 
referred, It appeared very clear from Mr. Mant’s own con- 
fession that he handed to the master, in two cases in which he 
was engaged, what purported to be an affidavit of increase 
made by him, when, in truth, he had made no such affidavit. 
That affidavit was received and acted upon by the master, who 
believing it to be correct, taxed his bill, and made his allocation, 
Afterwards he made further affidavits of increase, which were 
incorrect in regard to the facts stated, as he said that witnesses 
were subpoenaed in both cases, and conduct money paid to 
them; whereas in only one action was that the case. For that 





mistake or error, in representing that the witnesses were sub- 
poenaed, he nade the excuse that he believed it to be the truth; 
and his clerk said he had made the statement entirely on his 
(the clerk's) own responsibility; but Mr. Mant had not offered 
any intelligible excuse for stating in his affidavit that he had paid 
conduct money when he had notdone so. The result of which 
wasthat the Court found him guilty of contempt, and fined 
him £100, and suspended him from practice for three years, 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 

On the Ist instant, the first sitting under the bankruptcy of 
Frederick Robert Partridge and Henry Edwards, solicitors and 
attorneys, who have carried on business at Kings Lynn, Nor- 
folk, under the style or firm of Goodwin, Partridge, and Co., 
and in partnership with John Charles Williams at 3, Lancaster- 
place, Strand, as Goodwin, Williams, and Co., was held before 
Mr. Registrar Winslow. From the statement of Mr. Linklater, 
who appeared as solicitor for the bankrupts, it appeared that 
Messrs. Partridge and Edwards, the subject of these procecd- 
ings, had, for very many years, carried on their profession of 
solicitors in partnership with a Mr. Goodwin, lately deceased, 
and Mr. Williams who was still alive. They had practised 
both in Lynn and London, having an extensive practice at both 
places, and being much respected by all their clients and 
friends. Goodwin and Partridge had carried on business, in 
partnership with Williams, from 1838 down to 1846, when 
Edwards joined them; Mr. Williams then began to superin- 
tend the London business, for which an office was taken at that 
time, and from 1846 down to December, 1859, Mr. Williams 
had the entire management of the London business; Messrs. 
Goodwin, Partridge, and Edwards superintended the business at 
Lynn, and beyond necessary communications there was no 
farther interference on their part with the London business, 
Williams conducted it exclusively, and there were, of course, 
many clients with whom tle Lynn partners were wholly un- 
acquainted. From year to year balance-sheets were rendered 
by the London partner showing the position of the business. 
The Lynn partners supplied all the capital for both establish- 
ments, and believed that they were carrying on an exceedingly 
profitable business. Messrs. Goodwin and Partridge were both 
men of considerable fortune, and they relied, as they well 
might, upon Mr. Williams. Mr. Goodwin died in December, 
1859, and he went to the grave under the impression that he 
had left his family well provided for out of the results of « 
long life of industry and perseverance. At that time, Dece».- 
ber, 1859, the partnership with Williams was dissolved; and 
from that time he was the only partner having anything to do 
with the London house, Partridge and Edwards continuing the 
members of the Lynn firm, which was still carried on under 
the name of Goodwin, Partridge, and Edwards, Mr. Williams 
carried on his own business in London, but continued to trans- 
mit periodical balance sheets, showing the progress of the bus- 
iness which belonged to the firm and nothing could be more 
satisfactory than those accounts. ‘Those balance-sheets were 
so rendered down to September last, when a communication 
was made to the Lynn house, which induced one of them to 
come to London, and then it was discovered, greatly to their 
horror, that the balance-sheets forwarded to them by Williams 
had been delusive—that a number of transactions in which he 
had been engaged had been entirely concealed from them; that 
separate books had been kept which contained aceurate details 
of those secret transactions, but of which they knew nothing. 
An investigation of these accounts showed a large amount of 
liabilities. Messrs. Partridge and Edwards at once placed the 
matter in the hands of gentlemen whose position rendered every 
thing that was done beyond suspicion, Messrs. Quilter, Ball, 
Jay, and Co., still believing that the large private fortunes they 
possessed would suflice for the discharge of all liabilities. 
Upon inquiry it turned out that the result was much more 
serious than they had imagined. In round numbers the lia- 
bility in respect of those private and concealed transactions, to 
which it was exceedingly doubtful whether they were liable, 
was £70,000. Those claims arose in some instances for money 
deposited with Williams under very extraordinary circumstances 
wholly unsanctioned by Messrs. Partridge and Edwards. In 
receiving those deposiis, Williams had given the name of the 
firm, supposing that he merely pledged the credit of all the 
partners, and agreeing to an erortmous rate of interest. The 
result of the inquiry showed that Willioms had speculated in 
all sorts of things, land, mines, and buildings; in the purchase 
of estates and in advancing money, without in any way com- 
municating these circumstances to his partners. The amount 
was overwhelming. To prevent the ruinous litigation which 
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must ensue from an attempt to enforce and resist these claims, 
Messrs. Partridge and Edwards at once determined on resort- 
ing to that tribunal where they were sure of receiving cheap, 
speedy, and effectual justice. ‘Those creditors of Mr. Williams 
who believed that they had any claims on the joint or separate 
estates of Partridge and Edwards, or on that of Mr. Goodwin 
deceased, would, of course, bring forward their claims in due 
time. Each case would depend on its own features, and Messrs. 
Partridge and Edwards were not without hope that all their 
clients who had just claims would realise the full amount of 
their debts. From a report prepared by Mr. Hart, the account- 
ant, it appeared that Messrs. Partridge and Edwards owed to 
sundry unsecured creditors £5,896, and to creditors fully se- 
cured, £4,554; making a total of £10,450. The securities of 
the firm were valued at £4,812, and their assets in book debts 
were valued at £9,612, showing £14,424 against liabilities of 
£10,450. So that so far it was clear that they were perfectly 
able to pay every shilling they owed, and have a considerable 
surplus, subject to any question which might arise about 
Williams's transactions. The old firm of which Mr. Goodwin 
was a member owed to unsecured creditors £7,124: to credi- 
tors holding securities, £25,947; making £33,071, From that 
was to be deducted £5,800 due from the old firm to the new 
firm, and about £6,000 for which the creditors had security on 
the separate property either of Mr. Goodwin or Mr. Partridge; 
consequently the debts of the old firm would be reduced from 
£18,000 to £16,000; and against that they had assets to the 
amount of £18,964, including the securities held by the credi- 
tors. The Lynn partners, having no knowledge of Williams’s 
transactions, had believed the old firm, as well as the new firm, 


to be abundantly solvent, each having a considerable surplus. | 


The private estate of Mr. Partridge, deducting the large 


property given as security to the joint creditors, would still | 
result in a surplus of £10,000, allowing for realisation. Of | 


course Mr. Partridge would have lost his all if any of these 
large claims could be substantiated against him. Mr. Goodwin 


had died possessed of a very considerable fortune, and the ex- | 


ecutors now felt that there was no alternative but to admin- 
ister the estate in Chancery, as the creditors, in respect of the 
transactions with Williams, would no doubt seek to make that 
property available. Many of these transactions were most ex- 
traordinary and exceptional; and it was strange that the 
parties should allow their transactions with Williams to run on 
to the extent of many thousands, withont communicating with 
the other partners. Of course the periodical balance-sheets dis- 
closed nothing of the kind, and nobody could be more surprised 
than they were at learning the result. To both of them it 
was absolute ruin, the shock was, perhaps, the greatest to Mr. 
Partridge, who had been universally known and respected in 
the county of Norfolk for many years. Hitherto they had 
had no reason to complain of want of sympathy on the part of 
their clients and friends, one and all of whom had expressed 
themselves most kindly. The proofs of debts now presented 
were not very large in amount, they were, in respect of the 
legitimate transactions of the firm, about £4,500, and against 
the estate of the firm a similar amount. The creditors would 
have the satisfaction of knowing that gentlemen had been 
appointed assignees who would do everything to protect their 
interests. He was not prepared to incur the expense of ap- 
pointing a manager of the estate. Messrs. Partridge and 
Edwards had both expressed their readiness to act most 
willingly under the direction of the assignees so as to realise 
the property in the cheapest possible way. They did not 
desire any allowance out of the estate; they proposed to con- 
tinue their profession, and hoped that their future exertions 
would enable them to support themselves without taking any- 
thing from the pockets of their creditors. They would have 
to make out their own bills of costs, a very onerous matter 
with all attorneys in large practice, but their books had been 
kept with great regularity. The estimate of assets which he 
had given was after deducting £18,000, which was due from 
the London house to the Lynn house, and which the latter 
supposed they were sure to receive, but which was now not 
worth as many pence. The only remaining business was to 
appoint the next sitting. 

The Registrar.— When do they expect to file their balance- 
sheet? 

Mr. Linklater suggested that it would be better to give the 
longest time, and the 20th of December was fixed for the ex- 
amination mecting—Mr. Linklater expressing a hope that the 
same day might be appointed for the discharge. 


On Thursday last a conference of Commissioners took place 
in the Library of the Bankruptcy Court, Basinghall-street, 
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respecting certain questions which have arisen on the construe- 
tion of the new Act, taken in conjunction with the unrepealed 
portions of former Acts, ‘The Commissioners present were Mr, 
Commissioner Evans, Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque, Mr. Com- 
missioner Fane, Mr. Commissionér Holroyd, and Mr. Com- 
missioner Goulburn. The points brought under their consi- 
deration were principally those arising out of the reservation 
of “ pending matters” to the expiring Insolvent Court ; and it 
was felt that the uncertainty now prevailing is so great, thatit 
was determined to make a representation to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, recommending him to make an order to meet the 
difficulties of the case. 


The following new “ General Orders” have been issued on 
Wednesday by order of the Lord Chancellor and Commissioners 
in Bankruptcy: ' 

“« Whereas by the General Order No. 29 of the General Orders 
bearing date the 12th October, 1861, it is‘ordered that, where 
adjudication of bankruptcy is made against a debtor on his 
own petition, or against a debtor in gaol without petition, the 
first meeting of creditors shall be holden on the 14th day after 
the day of such adjudication, unless such 14th day shall 
happen to be one of the days excepted by the 48th section, and 
in that case on the day after; but it is apprehended that the 
directions given by the said order cannot be in all cases con- 
veniently observed; now it is hereby ordered that the said 
general order be and is hereby rescinded, and in lieu thereof it - 
is ordered as follows : 

“1. Where adjudication of bankruptcy is made against a 
debtor on his own petition, or against a debtor in gaol without 
petition, the first meeting of creditors shall be holden on the 
14th day after such adjudication, or on such other day as the 
Court or the Registrar making such adjudication shall think 
fit to appoint. 

“2. The following shall be the sums paid for the insertion 
of advertisements in the London Gazette, viz.: For every 
advertisement of adjadication, meeting, sitting, or other pro- 
ceeding in bankruptcy, except as hereinafter mentioned, the 
sum of three shillings. 

“Where two or more bankruptcies are included in one 
advertisement, the’sum of two shillings for each bankruptcy. 

“Where the adjudication of bankruptcy is made on the 
application of the debtor himself petitioning in forma pauperis, 
or bya Registrar against a debtor in prison, the sum of one 
shilling for each bankruptcy. 

“3. Several notices may be included in one advertisement, 
which shall also contain notices of such meetings or sittings 
as the Court or Registrar may think fit, and may be in the 
following forms. [Here follow the forms. ] : 

“4, The fee to be allowed to the gaoler for bringing up 
any petitioner in forma pauperis shall be the sum of three 
shillings. 

“5. The fee to the gaoler, and also the sum paid for ad- 
vertisements under bankruptcies of pauper prisoners, shall be 
paid ont of the funds standing to the account of the Chief 
Registrar, and shall be repaid out of the assets, if any, to be 
received from the estate of such bankrupts respectively.” 

Theseorders bear date the 6th of November, and are signed 
by the Lord Chancellor and Commissioners Fonblanque and 
Holreyd. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 

Nov. 7.—1u re Robert 1. Gratrix.—An application was made 
in this case to-day to appoint an assignee, the insolvent having 
been discharged at the Lancaster County Court. An applica- 
tion was made on the 16th October, and the learned Commis- 
sioner held that his jurisdiction had gone, and that an appli- 
cation must be made to the Court of Bankruptcy. It now 
appeared that the’ documents had been lodged in this Court 
before October, and it was su'»mitted that this Court could make 
the appointment on the nomination produced. ‘ 

The Curer ‘Commissioner said he would look into the 
matter, and see if he could grant the application. 

During the discussion reference was made tothe construction 
put on the new Bankruptcy Act, and the order of the Lord 
Chancellor with regard to “ pending business,” and it was stated 
that if it prevailed, there was no court to which an. appli- 
cation could be made in protection cases already decided 
in the County Courts. 

His Honour said the point was a very important one, and 
except the ‘“ pending business” only reluted to prison cases, 
there certainly was no court to which past protection cases 
could be brought in respect to motions. It deserved serious 


. consideration. 
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COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before Sir CRESSwELL CRESSWELL.) 
Business OF THE Court. 

Nov. 5.—To day the Court sat for the first time since the 
vacation, The number of divorce and matrimonial causes now 
on the list is eighty-six. Of these one is set down for trial 
before a special jury, seventeen are to be tried before common 
juries, and the remainder before the Court without juries; two 
are suits for judicial separation, and three for restitution of 
conjugal rights. 





CLERKENWELL POLICE COURT. 


A complaint was recently made at this Court against an 
omnibus conductor for refusing to admit the complainant to 


ride in his omn It appeared that the defendant’s omnibus 
was in corresporid@hce with an Hornsey omnibus from which the 
defendant took passengers for the West ind, and that omnibus 


not having arrived he declined to admit the complainant until it 
had, as all the room he had might be required by passengers 
thereby. The magistrate was of opinion that the defendant was 
justified in the course he had taken, and dismissed the summons. 





WANDSWORTH POLICE COURT. 


Mrs. Evans, who a short time since complained at this Court 
that the Vicar of Battersea refused to christen her illegitimate 
child, and also to church her after her confinenient, attended 
at this Court on Saturday last, and stated that she had received 
& communication from the Bishop of Winchester, through his 
chaplain, stating that he had communicated with the vicar on 
the subject, who he stated would be prepared to baptize her 
infant on her application to him for the purpose. 





WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 


November 6—Mr. ARNOLD gave his decision upon an 
adjourned case of considerable importance under the Hackney 
Carriage Act. He said the question he was called upon to 
determine was whether, when two adults and a child under 10 
years of age were conveyed in a cab, the driver was entitled to 
charge for luggage. ‘There was no distinction in the Act of 
Parliament between an infant in arms and achild who occupied 
aseat. By the 16th and 17th of Victoria, cap. 127, sec. 14, it 
was enacted, “ That two children under 10 years of age shall 
be considered as one adult person.” He thought that that 
definition of a person for the purposes of a fare was 
limited to that clause. Turning to the schedule of the 
previous Act, it stated “That where more than two per- 
sons shall be carried inside any hackney carriage with 
more luggage than is carried inside the carriage a further sum 
of 2d. for every package carried outside is to be paid by 
the hirer.” The whole question therefore, he repeated, turned 
upon whether a child was a person, and the clause regulating 
the fare for the conveyance of passengers used the word 
“adult,” while the schedule relating to the charge for 
luggage omitted it, leaving the word “ person” to be treated 
with its general significance, and therefore he thought it must 
mean a person, no matter of what age. By another section 
of the Act a cabdriver was liable to a penalty for refusing to 
take a fare, and if a person under 10 years of age—a boy of 
9—wanted to be driven anywhere and called a cab the driver, 
if he refused, would incur a penalty, and therefore it must be 
fairly argued he would be a “ person,” and would be liable to 
the usual fare for his conveyance. The law did not draw any 
distinction between the child of nine months and nine years, 
and he (Mr. Arnold) therefore thought that an infant came 
within the definition of a ‘* person.” He did not come to this 
opinion under great confidence in his judgment, and regretted 
that the gentleman summoned was not himself present. as he 
might have wished to take the case to a superior court. 

An order was then made upon the defendant for 10d. and 
costs, which his footman paid. 


Some of the bankruptcy registrars will attend at the Queen’s 
prisons Whitecross-strect and Horsemonger-lane, to inquire 
into the cases of bankrupts who lave been committed to 
prison, of whom there are, at present, no fewer than 300 con- 
fined in the London gaols, 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. W. W. Aldridge, of 
the firm of Messrs. Aldiidge & Bromley, to act as the attorney 
in the case of all bankrupts who are confined in prison, and 
apply in forma pauperis for their discharge. 





Recent Mecisions, 


COMMON LAW. 


NoN-LIABILITY oF HusBanp ror Fase REPRESENTATION 
BY HIS WIFE. 


Wright v. Leonard, C. P., 9 W. R. 944, 


This is an interesting case, not only because the branch of 
law with which it is connected—viz., the relationship of hus- 
band and wife as it affects transactions with third parties, is 
one which comes home to the feelings of all, but also because 
the Court of Common Pleas (for the first time, it seems, in the 
present year) was divided in their opinion; and that on the 
important question whether a husband can be made answer- 
able for a false representation made by his wife. The Chief 
Justice and Byles J., held that he can in no case be so 
answerable, while Williams and Willes, JJ., think that he may 
be held answerable for misrepresention by the wife made under 
certain circumstances, 

The facts of the cnse, as they are disclosed in the pleadings, 
appear to have been that the wife of the defendant (she being 
joined as another defendant in the present proceedings) had, 
without the knowledge of her husband, induced the plaintiffs 
to discount for him certain bills by falsely representing that 
they had be2n accepted by a certain person of credit with the 
plaintiffs; and the only answer to this charge put on the record 
by the defendants was that at the time of the alleged represen- 
tation the female defendant was the wife of the other defendant; 
and this plea being demurred to raised the general question 
above mentioned. . 

Both plaintiffs and defendants relied upon the modern case 
of Liverpool Adelphi Loan Association v. Fairhurst (9 Exch, 
422), That was an action brought against the husband and 
wife for the conduct of the latter in obtaining goods by falsely 
and fraudulently representing herself to be a feme sole, and 
there, in order to avoid the question of to whom credit was 
given by the tradesman by whom the goods had been so sup- 
plied, the declaration (as in the present case) was framed as for a 
tort—that is to say, a wrong committed by the wife indepen- 
dent of a contract; but it was held that the action was not 
maintainable, as the fraud was, at all events, directly connected 
with a contract. The Chief Justice in the present case 
rested his judgment chiefly on the authority of this deci- 
sion. He observed that though by it a husband is ex- 
pressly exempted only from a false representation made 
by the wife in connection with a contract, there was no 
sound reason for holding the exemption from liability to be 
limited to such cases; but that it was, on the contrary, wiser 
to uphold the general principle that, though the law makes a 
man liable for wrongs done by his wife to the property, per- 
son, or character of another, it does not make him liable for 
her obtaining goods or credit by her own false representations, 
since he is not answerable for her contracts, except when made 
for him in the character of his agent, while she is in the same 
position as an infant, and not capable of entering into a con- 
tract on her own account. 

On the other hand, the judges who held the action to be 
maintainable were influenced by the argument that the case | 
above referred to showed, inferentially, that for the fraud of his 
wife the husband is (as for other wrongs committed by her) 
answerable as the general rule, but that such rule is subject to 
exception where the fraud is directly connected with a contract 
with her, and was the means, in fact, of effecting that con- 
tract. And they grounded their disinclination to extend this 
exception further by analogies drawn from the Scotch law, 
and from the principles which have guided the Court of Chan- 
cery on this subject. The Court being equally divided, judg- 
ment was given for the defendants, and the action conse- 
quently fails, unless it is taken upto the Exchequer Chamber. 


Mauiciots Prosecutions AND ARRESTS—CAUSE OF 
ACTION. 
Gelding v. Eyre, C. P., 9 W. R. 946. 

This case points out a material distinction existing between 
the action for a malicious prosecution and for a malicious 
arrest, which inthe books are sometimes classed together. In 
the former, it is essential to the cause of action that the pro- 
ceeding which is complained of, terminated in the favour of 
him who is the plaintiff in the action for malice, and an allega- 
tion to that effect must accordingly be made in the declaration, 
or it will be demurrable; but in the action for maliciously 
arresting the plaintiffon a ca. sa. or the like, there is no need 
to allege or to prove at the trial that from such arrest the 
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plaintiff had obtained his discharge by the order of a judge. 
Such an allegation, it is true, appears in the declaration in 
Chu chill v. Siggers (3 Ell. & Bl., 929), one of the most re- 
cent cases for malicious arrest on final process. But it was 
there inserted by way of special damages only, and does not 
form an essential ingredient in the cause of action. 


we 
a 





Correspondence. 


To CorrEsPONDENTS.—G. B. H. will please to mention 
the volume and page of Davidson’s Conveyancing to which 
he refers. 





PRESCRIPTIVE Rigut oF Way. 


I should feel much indebted to any of your correspondents 
who can refer me to any authority as to the efficacy of keeping 
a gate across a roadway by the owner of the soil—coupled with 
notices that the road is a private road, and trespassers will be 
prosecuted—to prevent the acquisition of a prescriptive right by 
the occupiers of several adjoining houses who have uninter- 
ruptedly used the road, notwithstanding the gate and notices, 
for upwards of twenty years, without leave ever expressly 
asked or given, or any payment or acknowledgment by them. 

The roadway runs under the outside of ‘the owner’s garden 
wall, and, though scarcely twenty yards in length, it connects 
two important public roads, and there seems nothing in the 
past user of the road inconsistent with lost grant, in which 
case it is apprehended the user would clearly have been “ as of 
tight.” In “ Roscoe on Evidence,” it is said that a gate across 
a road is evidence that it was bys ufferanse only; but see Lord 
Denman’s jndgment in Davies v. Stephens, 7 Car. & P., and in 
Bailey v. Appleyard, 8 A. & E., where the judge sent it to the 
jury to find whether the bar put up had prevented the exercise 
of the right. ; PRESCRIPTION. 





Girt oR SETTLEMENT OF PERSONALTY, 


I do not observe that the query of your correspondent 
R, E. J., (Solicitors’ Journal, vol. 5, p.775), has yet received an 
answer. 

The interpretation clause in the Bills of Sale Act, 17 & 18 
Vict. c. 36, expressly excludes “ marriage settlements ” from its 
operation. 

The answer to R. E. J., therefore, is, that if the assignment 
to which he refers were made upon (i. e. previous to) marriage 
it would be good without registration; if otherwise, not: the 
scope of the Act broadly applying to gifts “ subject or not sub- 
ject to any trusts.” J. 





TRANSFER OF MorTGAGE. 

On the recent appointment of a new trustee a mortgage 
debt was transferred in the mode suggested in Davidson’s Con- 
veyancing, 2nd edit. vol. , p. An eminent conveyancer 
made the following observations with respect to this deed :— 

“T infer from the terms of the transfer of the mortgage 
debt that the sum secured by it is a trust fund, and I think 
that the purchaser, by the recital that it had become in equity 
the property of the present mortgagees, has implied notice of 
the mode by which such title was acquired. He should, there- 
fore, have sufficient evidence of their capacity to make the in- 
vestment and also to give an effectual discharge for it.” 

If there is any weight due to this opinion, it will not be ex- 
pedient to act upon the suggestion of Mr. Davidson. 


G. B. H. 





Trust For Sare—Marriep WomMAN. 

The following opinion was given by a conveyancing 
counsel :— 

“ X. Y. devised his real estate to A. B., a spinster, G. B., and 
L. H., upon trust to sell. Between the date of the will and the 
death of the testator, A. B. married ©. D., who is now living ; 
G. B., and L. H. disclaimed. Mrs. C. D. has contracted to sell. 
On this state of facts questions arise, whether Mrs. D. or she 
and her husband, can sell, &c. My opinion is, that these ques- 
tions have not been settled by any reported decision and the 
answer is to them so doubtful that the purchaser cannot be ad. 
vised to proceed to the completion of his purchase. Mrs. D, 
had no capacity during her coverture to assent to the devise 





made to her or to accept the trusts; her existence, so far as re- 
lates to her acting as trustee, is suspended, and she cannot 
act merely miuisterally as the servant or agent of her husband 
during that period. The capacity of Mrs, D. to act in the 
trusts being thus disposed of, the question arises, will the con- 
currence of Mr. D, alter the case; and my opinion is, that it will 
not; the acts of Mr. and Mrs. D. will be the acts of Mr. D. only, 
and the testator reposed no confidence in him.” Is this opinion 
correct ? G. B. H. 


Statute Law Revision. 

We do not desire to keep up a controversy with Mr. James 
Stephen on the propriety of the repeal of part of 6 & 7 Will. 
4, c. 101, s. 3, but merely to say, in order to prevent miscon- 
ception, that we retain our opinion. 

Mr. Stephen puts three questions to us, and appeals to our 
candour for answers. It would be irksome and unprofitable to 
reiterate our statements; and, after reading Mr. Stephen’s letter, 
we do not find we have anything to add to them. We there- 
fore pass the questions by, with the observation that they are 
not altogether relevant. 

Any one engaged in revising the Statutes could scarcely fail 
to be deeply impressed with what Mr. Stephen very reasonably 
calls the extreme difficulty and delicacy of the task. The 
greatest care may not prevent a slip or two; and though we do 
not in the least concede that one has been committed in this 
instance, we are not unwilling to admit that if the objection 
had been made by Mr. Stephen while the Bill was in progress, 
the enactment in question might have been better omitted from 
the schedule of repeals, merely out of deference to an opinion 
entitled to much respect. Francis S, REILLY. 

ARTHUR JOHN Woop. 

Lincoln’s Inn, 7th Nov., 1861. 





Rebtew. 


The Consolidated Criminal Statutes of England and Ireland 
passed in the last Session of Parliament, with Notes, Forms of 
Indictments,and Evidence. By JoHN FREDERICK ARCH- 
BOLD, Esq., Barrister-ut-law: Walker & Co., 196, Strand. 
As a book of practice this is the most useful work upon these 

statutes that has hitherto been published. It is essential, as 

Mr. Archbold states in his preface, that judges, magistrates, 

barristers, and attorneys should make themselves thoroughly 

acquainted with the criminal law as now declared or altered 
by these Acts: and one object for which the work has been 
framed is to give them a facility for so doing. Another object 
which the author has had in view is to furnish assistance to 
magistrates at quarter and petty sessions by enabling them, 
during the progress of a prosecution, to refer at once to the 
appropriate indictment and evidence. For the last-mentioned 
purpose the book is well adapted; but the facilities provided 
for obtaining a thorough knowledge of the criminal law in con- 
nection with these statutes are scarcely so great as under the 
circumstances might have been rendered, In the margin of 
the amended Bills, upon which these Acts were founded, 


‘the references to the various clauses of the statutes con- 


solidated by tlie present Acts are printed ; and the only 
means by which the alterations in the law made by them 
can be properly understood, is by comparison of the sections as 
they now stand with the analogous sections so referred to. It 
would seem obvious that in a book intended to give facilities to 
judges and the profession for becoming thoroughly acquainted 
with the law as it now stands, those references should‘ be an- 
nexed to the sections throughout the work. That, however, 
has not been done;‘and, except by an occasional statement that 
a provision is new, as in the notes to 24 & 25 Vict. ¢: 100, s. 4, 
and c. 98, s, 23, no attempt appears to have’ been made 
to point out systematically: those sections which*are ‘now 
introduced by the Legislature for the first time, or which, 
though framed upon former. legislation, are qualified or 
amended by the insertion of new terms. ‘Thus, the first ‘sec- 
tion of the Forgery Act relating to the forgery of the Great 
Seal, &c., is passed by without comment of any kind; but 
this section is framed upon 1 Will. 4, c. 66,8. 2. It seems that 
although the section in terms mentions the Great Seal, it 
applies to a forgery of the impression and not to a counter- 
feiting of the seal itself; 1 Hale, P. C. 183: 2 Chitt, Stat. 225. 
In the 1st section of the present Forgery Act, in the earlier 
part of it, the same’ words occur as in the statute of 1 Will. 4; 
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but new words also are introduced making mention of the 
forgery of the stamp or impression of the seals, &c. The deci- 
sions, therefore, in reference to the stutute of 1 Will. 4, would 
greatly aid in the construing the present clause when its mean- 
ing comes in question; but neither the statute 1 Will. 4, nor 
any authority in relation to the subject, is mentioned. Similar 
observations would apply to several other important clauses of 
these Acts; but the omission in the instance mentioned is the 
more remarkable, as the 1st clause of the present Forgery Act 
makes those offences with reference to the seals, enumerated in 
the section, felony, which were formerly treason—an alteration 
in the law which certainly should have been noticed. 

Notwithstanding, however, the omissions referred to, the 

k will be found extremely useful for practical pur- 
poses as it containsmuch valuable information upon the 
subjects dealt with by the Acts. One of its principal 
recommendations is its lucid arrangement. It contains 
all the seyen statutes, printed, not in the confused 
order in which they received the Royal assent, but in 
accordance with what the learned editor conceives to be their 
relative importance: the order, in fact, adopted in the work is 
that in which the framers of these statutes intended that they 
should appear and is that in which the Bills were considered 
in committee—viz: 1—24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, relating to offences 
against the person; 2—c. 96, relating to larceny and similar 
offences ; 3—c. 97, relating to malicious injuries; 4—c. 98, rela- 
ting to forgery; 5—c. 99, relating to offences against the coin; 
6—c. 94, relating to principals and accessories; 7—c. 94, the 
repeal statute. Each of the three parts of which the 
work consists is preceded by a carefully arranged pro- 
gramme, by which the reader is enabled to take in 
at a glance the contents of the part, and readily refer 
to the subject on which he seeks for information. Thus 
the programme of the first part, relating to offences against 
the person, refers the reader to those parts of the Act which 
deal with “ Homicide,” ‘‘ Attempt to murder,” &c., and, by re- 
ferences printed in italics beneath the titles of those offences, 
to the subordinate matters dealt with in connection with them. 
Forms of indictinent for the various offences, together with an 
explanation of the appropriate evidence, are provided through- 
out, and numerous authorities are cited, and the substance of 
them stated in illustration of the general law. To give some 
idea of this information, the note to the third section of the 
first printed statute, under the heading “Homicide,” extends 
over no less than thirteen closely printed pages; and the in- 
troductory matter in relation to forgery and . uttering, in- 
cluding forms of indictment and practical-directions in rela- 
tion thereto, and the evidence, extends to twenty-one pages. 

The index appears to be excellent, and is a great recom- 
mendation to the work. 

In a future edition, should the book be so favoured as to 
reach one, the defects to which we have referred might be 
easily remedied. In its present form, however, it affords 
great facilities for acquiring readily a knowledge of the con- 
tents of these statutes, anc, though we cannot say that, upon 
& question in connection with them involving much research, 
it would be unnecessary to resort to other works by which 
they have already been, or may yet be, expounded, for facilities 
of reference to the statutes themselves, and general practical 
utility, the work before us will be found of considerable value. 





4 
> 


REMARKS ON ACTIONS FOR MALICIOUS PRO- 
SECUTIONS AND FALSE IMPRISONMENT. 


The following paper was read by C. A. Smith Esq., 
Solicitor, Greenwich, at the meeting of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, at Worcester, in August 
last :— 

When any one sustains an injury in person or property, he 
is impelled by the ordinary avenging instincts of humanity, 
as well as by the influence of early teaching and example, 
to do all in his power to detect and punish the wrong doer; 
but under the existing laws on this head, the giving effect 
to this impulse involves heavy consequential respon- 
sibilities which few would knowingly encounter. The 
accuser of crime in designating a suspected culprit, and 
putting the law in motion against him, while performing 
a duty which appears to be clear and inevitable under the 
exigencies of social existence, is really taking upon himself 
liabilities which may, in certain eventualities, place him in 
serious peril, Although acting bond fide without malice or 
ill-will, and with every desire to keep strictly within’ the 


limits of the law, he may, after a protracted course of 
anxious and irritating litigation, find himself transformed 
from the character of a pursuer of crime to the odious and 
humiliating position of a defendant in an action for a 
malicious prosecution, or false imprisonnent. In lieu of 
meeting with praise for his sclf-denying exertions in vindi- 
cation of an outraged law, he is probably saddled with a 
judgment for damages and costs, amounting, with his own 
expenses, to, perhaps, as many hundreds of pounds as the - 
material value of the subject matter of the original crime 
would be represented in farthings. Such a state of things, 
which is by no means an uncommon occurrence, mnst neces- 
sarily have a tendency to discourage persons from taking 
steps to detect and prosecute offenders, and no doubt in- 
duces many tv connive at the escape of criminals rather 
than expose themselves to the contingencies which wait upon 
a zealous performance of a citizen’s duties in this respect; so 
that if consulted under such circumstances as to most 
prudent course of proceeding, we should be disposed to 
agree with the remark of the ancient superintendent of 
the police of Messina to his subaltern verges, and reply:— 
“The most peaceable way for you, if you do take a 
thief, is to let him show himself what he is, and steal 
out of your company.” Although professional experience 
will, no doubt, suggest many cases in illustration of 
these remarks, the recital of the particulars of an actual 
occurrence within the knowledge of the author of this 
paper, may serve to bring the grievance alluded to more 
vividly to our attention. , A shoemaker missed a pair of 
boots from his shop: the only persons coming into. his 
premises between the time when the articles were last seen 
in safety and the time when they were, missed (an interval 
of about half-an-hour), were two women, one of whom had 
been occasionally employed by the shoemaker in finishing 
boots, the other a perfect stranger to him,: but both being 
in company togetheron this occasion. From the statement 
of his shopman as to the conduct of the women while in 
the shop, he felt a strong suspicion that they were guilty of 
the robbery. He immediately informed a policeman of his 
loss, and they went together to a neighbouring pawnbroker’s 
and there found the stolen boots, which had just been pledged 
there. He then went, accompanied by the policeman, to 
the house of the woman he knew, and afterwards with her 
to the house of her companion, and from thence they all 
proceeded to the pawnbroker’s, who, however, stated that 
neither of the two women in question was the person who 
had pawned the boots. The women were given into custody 
and taken before a police magistrate, who, on hearing the case, 
remanded the two accused persons for further examination ; 
but on the re-hearing of the matter they were discharged, the 
magistrate being of opinion that there was not sufficient evi- 
dence to justify a committal for trial. One of the women (the 
one previously unknown tothe prosecutor, and who had lost 
her situation (through dishonesty,) brought an action against — 
the unfortunate shoemaker, and obtained a verdict for £50 
damages, with cos:s; the result was that the unlucky loser 
of a pair of boots worth twelve shillings was mulcted 
for his. patriotic efforts to detect crime and punish 
the offender, in no less a sum than £200. In con- 
sidering the circumstances attending a practical injustice 
of this kind, it is necessary to ascertain how much of 
the alleged grievance is preventible, and how much is to be 
attributed to those defects to which all human tribunals and 
affairs are more or less subject.. Legal. records are full of 
cases in every branch of jurisprudence, in which the 
attempted remedy, has failed to repair the wrong, and not 
seldom through. the instrumentality of perverse verdicts or 
other causes of miscarriage, has even been the occasion of 
additional injury to the original sufferer. . - 

But the class of cases to which , these remarks apply have 
a specialty about them, which serves to distinguish» them 
from the general array, and, therefore, points to a specific 
mode of treatment. The action in question is based on the 
great principle that every citizen is entitled to immunity 
from personal constraint, and injurious imputation, except 
under conditions stipulated by the laws of . the: country. 
Personal constraint upon a criminal charge, and the charge 
itself, can only be justified on reasonable and probable grounds 
of suspicion ; and in any suggestion for rendering the work- 
ing of the law, in this respect, more just and equitable, it is 
necessary to take care that this great principle of freedom as 
regards person and character, is not, placed .in, jeopardy, but, 
on the other hand, as the prosecution of /cri is an im- 
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it is no less inexpedient than unjust to place a Lond fide 


prosecutor of crime in the position of a malicious maligner 
of the innocent. 

Without expecting to eliminate every cause leading to an 
unjust result in these cases, there are one or two points in 
which the procedure might be amended with advantage to 
all partics desiring only a due measure of justice to be meted 
out tothem. At present the defendant in such an action as 
that alluded to, is not allowed to cross-examine the plaintiff 
as to previous character, nor to adduce evidence tending to 
his disparagement; and the plaintiff, therefore, in all cases 
is presented to the jury as immaculate, and as being the 
subject of an unfounded charge ot criminality. It is 
not to be wondered at, that a jury should generally 
side with the accused, and fancy that they are performing 
an act of just retribution in making the apparent assailer of 
the innocent pay a fine in the shape of heavy damages. 

Now, surely the fact that a person suspected of any given 
crime is a notorious bad character, and has, perhaps, been 
before convicted of felony, would naturally have some weight 
with the prosecutor in denouncing the accused as corrobora- 
tive of other grounds of suspicion, and although properly 
excluded in an inquiry involving a verdict of criminality 
against the party charged, it might fairly be allowed to be 
adduced in favour of the defendant when sued, for damages 
fur the alleged injury to the person and character of the 
accused. 

Indeed, without the evidence alluded to, the jury cannot 
justly award a proper measure of damages to the plaintiff, as 
the injury to a notorious thief would be as nothing when 
compared with the stain inflicted by an unfounded charge 
upon an individual of irreproachable character. 

It is well known that the rule in these cases is for the jury 
to find the facts upon which the plea of reasonable and pro- 
bable cause is based, and for the judge to decide whether 
those facts are sufficient to support the defendant’s plea. 
The reason for this division of function is not very mani- 
fest. It may have been thought that juries would be liable 
toa bias in affording immunity to prosecutors, or, on the 
other hand, that they might be too ready to punish a person 
owing to whose mistaken suspicions a guiltless person 
has been placed in peril. But it is very questionable 
whether it would not be better that the whole matter should 
be left to the jury, including the evidence as to the plaintiff's 
previous character; as when the entire responsibility as to 
the result is vested in one body the adjudication is more 
likely to be in accordance with a just view of the 
entire case in all its legal and practical bearings. It 
might then be put to a juryman by the defendant’s 
counsel, whether if he had been within the influence 
of the same grounds of suspicion against the plaintiff as 
those shown by the evidence, he would not (without re- 
ference to legal niceties) have acted in precisely the same 
manner. ‘There seems a special injustice in such a case as 
that before quoted, in which the circumstances were sufli- 
ciently strony to induce the police magistrate to remand the 
prisoners for further examination, and there was no allega- 
tion afterwards that the evidence given on such investigation 
was false or incorrect. 

As criminal charges are now so generally conducted by 
the police throughout the kingdom, and investigated by 
competent magistrates, some security might fairly be given 
to a honda fide prosecutor against a speculative action for false 
imprisonment, by allowing the examining magistrate to 
give to the prosecutor, on the dismissal of the accused, a 
certificate to the effect that, in his opinion, the evidence 
given disclosed a sufficient, reasonable, and probable ground 
of suspicion to justify the prosecutor in making the charge, 
which certificate should be a bar to any action, unless on 
proof of express malice on the part of the prosecutor, or of 
his having given false testimony before the examining magis- 
trate. 

It will probably be urged by those who are in favour of 
the appointment of public prosecutors, that these cases seem 
to point to such an officer as likely to afford some relief in 
remedying the objections alluded to, but it is not clear how 
such a functionary could administer any remedy for the evils 
compiained of. A public prosecutor, like a magistrate, 
could only act on information given by those who are ready 
to depose to facts, and, therefore, the designation of the 
officer to whom those facts are made known, and who is 
thereby set in motion against some specified individual, 
cannot make any difference in the subsequent stages of the 
proceedings, 
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In connection with this subject some few remarks are 
submitted with reference to the existing practice of mesne 
imprisonment on criminal charges, and of discharge on re- 
cognizance for future appearance. In all actions for false 
imprisonment the feelings of the jury are generally worked 
upon by an exciting account of the horrors of imprisonment, 
and, therefore, if personal detention on suspicion of crime 
could be done away with, one main ingredient in this 
grievance involved in an unfounded charge would be de- 
stroyed. 

Imprisonment on mesne process in civil cases has been 
happily got rid of, and it would be a beneficial alteration if a 
similar course could be adopted in criminal proceedings, so 
that no one should be subject to personal restraint on a mere 
charge of crime, and then the axiom of law would be that 
every one would not only be presumed to be, but would be 
dealt with as innocent, until legally proved to be guilty. 

The chief if not the only object of arresting an accused 
person is to secure his appearance at a fixed time and place, 
to abide the result of the legal inquiry as to the truth of the 
charges against him. 

The present system is a relic of a barbarous age, both as 
regards the practice of mesne imprisonment as well as its 
mitigatory accompaniment of discharge on recognizance with 
sureties for future appearance. 

The mode of enforcing appearance by recognizance, by 
which one or more persons engage io pay to the Sovereign 
a definite sum of money if the party accused fails to ap- 
pear at a specified time and place, seems to be founded 
upon the ancient practice of redemption fines for certain 
crimes; and its retention seems unworthy of the present age of 
enlightenment. Tow does it operate in practice? In 
cases in which persons of wealth, or having wealthy friends, 
are charged with crime, the recognizance, as operating to 
enforce the appearance of the accused, is wholly nugatory, 
the recognizance being allowed to be forfeited as a matter of 
course, and the amount paid, or, as is more often the case, 
successfully contested, and the accused party escapes. In 
many cases the individuals who are to enter into the recog- 
nisance have the gymount paid to them before hand to re- 
imburse them the expected forfeiture ; while, on the other 
hand, the poor mau who cannot -procure bail remains in 
gaol, sometimes for months before his trial comes on, ex- 
posed to all the evil influences of a prison; and the judge 
before whom he is ultimately convicted is obliged in his 
sentence, to take into account such previous imprisonment, 
although suffered as a presumed iunocent person, and if 
acquitted he must put up with a lengthened detention in a 
place of confinement without compensation or remedy 
beyond the chances of an action for the fulse imprisonment. 
It, therefore, becomes a question whether an accused person 
in all cases (with the exception of treason, murder, arson, 
and a few others) might not be allowed to go at large on his 
own recognizance, or rather undertaking, to appear, and 
that a failure to appear at the time and place named should 
operate as a confession of guilt, and be tollowed by a judg- 
ment and sentence in his gbhsence, so that he might be, at 
any time afierwards, arrested in execution under such judg- 
ment. The advantages of such a course would be, then, in 
the first place, cth anomaly before mentioned of punishing a 
presumed innocent person by imprisonment would he got 
rid of. The present overcrowded gaols would be partiuily re- 
lieved of their numbers, and the vacated space appropriated to 
another classification of convicts. ‘The accused would be 
spared the evil and damaging influences of incarceration. 
The county rate would be saved the expense of maintaining 
these presumed innocent detenus in idleness or profitless 
labour; but above all, a legal sanction would be given to 
the inviolability of a promise tending to bring about a 
feeling somewhat similer to that entertained by the 
military prisoner of war with regard to his parole of honour. 
By the adoption of this practice the justice of the law 
would be satisfied in @ proper manner ; that is, by the con- 
viction of the accused in case of his default in appearance 
at the stipulated period. Whereas at present if a crime 
has been committed the criminal often escapes, and the sub- 
stitute for a conviction is some paltry sum which govs into 
some unknown fund, or is often withheld, owing to the 
difficulties attending the enforecment of such engagements. 

These cursory and superficia) remarks are submitted, not 
under the idea of exhausting the subject, but by way of 
drawing the attention of the profession to a state of things 
not altogether satisfactory, and which does appear to be 
capable of some improvement. 
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ON THE AVOUES OF FRANCE. 


The following paper was also read at the meeting of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association at Worcester 
by Thos. Dry, Esq.: 

It occurred to me, some time ago, that a little information 
about our branch of the legal professson in France would 
be interesting to any meeting of this kind, and a recent visit 
to that country has enabled me to collect a few notes upon 
the subject. 

In France the legal practitioners are divided into three 
distinct classes—the advocates (avocats), the notaries 
(notaires), and the avoués, which last class most nearly 
answers to the attornies and solicitors of this country. To 
make its position understood it is necessary to say something 
of the French courts, and of the other branches of the pro- 
fession. 

At Paris there is a Tribunal de premiere Instance for the 
whole department of the Seine; in the other eighty-eight 
departments there is a like tribunal for each arrondissement, 
and each department contains several arrondissements. At 
Paris there is also an Imperial Court (Cour Impériale) 
which is the court of appeal not only for the Tribunal of the 
Department of the Seine, but for those of several other 
departments in the neighbourhood. In other parts of France 
there are Imperial Courts which serve as courts of appeal (en 
seconde instance) from all the tribunals of two or more 
departments : thus, at Colmar the capital of the department 
of the Upper Rhine (du haut Rhein) there is a tribunal for 
the arrondissement of Colmar, and an Imperial Court for the 
appeals from all the tribunals of the two departments of the 
Upper and Lower Rhine; while at Strasbourg, the chief 
town of the department of the Lower Rhine, there is only 
the tribunal for the arrondissement of Strasbourg. To 
speak of the judges, or of the constitution of the courts, 
would carry me far away from my present subject. 

OF the advocates it will suffice to say that every licentiate 
of law (licencié en droit) upon taking the requisite oaths 
before an Imperial court is placed upon the list 
of the advocates practising in that court and the tribunals 
depending upon it (porté au tableau des avocats plaidants 
devant cette cour), He thus becomes an advocate of 
the court and forms part of its Bar, but he has the right of 
appearing in every other court and tribunal of the Empire 
except, the Court of Cassation and the Council of State 
(Conseil d’ Etat) which have a special Bar, As a student in 
a school of law can take the degree of licentiate at the age 
of nineteen, it follows that at that age he can also become 
an advocate, The licentiate, upon taking the oaths, is not, 
however, placed at once upon the list of advocates ; he has 
to pass through a sort of noviciate (un stage) which lasts 
three years, during which he is restricted from certain parts 
of the usual practice of an advocate, and at the end of this 
noviciate his name is placed upon the list of the order (Tin- 
scription au tableau de l'ordre n’a lieu quad expiration du 
stage). The advocates are not limited in number ; they only 
have the right of audience in, the courts and tribunals, and for 
that purpose must be instructed by an avoué ; but they may 
give opinions either personally or on written cases without 
the intervention of a notary or an avoué, 

The notaries must also be licentiates in law, but their 
number in cach place is limited. In Paris there are many, 
in Colmar 15, in Strasbourg 15, and soon. ‘hey buy and 
sell their places (charges) and give security in the way pre- 
sently to be mentioned as to the avoués. ‘They cannot be 
heard in any court nor conduct any suit. The district within 
which they can act is limited and beyond their jurisdiction 
they cannot act; within it all purchase deeds, mortgages, 
leases, settlements, &c., &c., and wills, with few exceptions, 
are executed or acknowleged before them, and in practice 
they mostly prepare those instruments. The confidential and 
the family solicitor, to use the English expression, is usually 
a notary, but sometimes an avouc. At Paris the place 
of a notary is said to be worth from 300 to 400 and 500 
thousand francs (from 12 to 16 «nd 20 thousand pounds); at 
Strasbourg not more than 15,000 francs (£600). 

The avoué resembles the attorney and solicitor more than 
does either the advocate or the notary. The avoués prepare all 
process and pleadings, instruct the advocates for the hearing 
of causes in their. various stages, and may prepare deeds 
&c., as well as the notaries. The only case in which they 
can be heard .as- advocates is when the list of advocates 


. practising before any tribunal, becomes to small; and then 





the Jaw provides according to certain rules, that the senior 
avoués may act concurrently with the advocates. 

But the avoué can practice in one court or tribunal only, 
so that in every appeal a fresh avoué must be employed. 
The avoué of the Tribunal of First Instance cannot. act 
in an appeal to the Imperial Court, and should the cause be 
carried by a further appeal to the Court of Cassation, neither 
the avoué of the Tribunal, nor the avoué of the Imperial 
Court can act. 

A degree in law is necessary to becoming an avoué; it may 
be either a diploma of capacity (de capacité) or of bachelor 
(de bachelier), or of licentiate; to which a student in a scliool 
of law is eligible at the end of one, two, and three’ years 
respectively. The rank of diploma required is regulated by 
the importance of the tribunal. In Paris every avoué must 
he a licentiate in law. ‘The degree in law is, however, only 
the beginning, he must be received in the office of an avoué, 
and pass five years there, and attain twenty-five years of 
age before he is eligible to become an avoué, and then he 
must wait for the opportunity of buying a place (une charge). 
There is no partnership. Partnership with either another 
avoué or any other person is prohibited, and might be 
punished severely, even with loss of office. 

The number of avoués is limited for each court and tri- 
bunal. At Paris, in the Tribunal of First Instance, there 
are 120, in the Imperial Court 60. At Colmar 10 in the 
Imperial Court, and the same number in the Tribunal; in 
the tribunal at Strasbourg there are 12. Each body of 
avoués is termed, the company, (/a compagnée). 

Before the revolution the place of an avoué was a pro- 
perty, and was saleable. In the revolution not only the sale- 
able places but the avoués themselves were abolished. 
Confusion ensued, and avoués were discovered to be neces- 
sary, and were re-estaylished, but without the right of 
selling their places. This came later. 

In theory, every one having a place like that of notary or 
avoué is an officer of the Government, which has the right of 
nomination, and in form it continues so to this day, although 
the places were before the Revolution, and now are, sold. 
The right ‘of sale became renewed in this way. In 1816 
the Government was in want of money, and, asa means of 
raising some, determined that every notary and avoué ([ 
have confined my inquiries to the legal profession) should 
give security for his honesty and good conduct by deposit- 
ing a'sum of money in the Treasury. This was done, and 
the right of sale was restored. ‘ 

An avoué wishing to sell his place arranges the price with 
some one that is eligible, and nominates him to the Com- 
pany of avoues. ‘The council of the company examines him 
as to his knowledge of law, probity, and morality, and, if 
satisfied, the company present him to the court or tribunal, 
the president of which also makes his inquiries as to the 
candidate, and if he too is satisfied the candidate is pre- 
sented to the Minister of Justice, who, if he thinks fit, 
confers upon him the office in the name of the Emperor; 
but the Minister may refuse, and that without giving any 
reason, and there is no appeal from his decision. If the 
candidate be rejected upon examination by the Minister, the 
avoué has the right of fresh nomination until his candidate 
is appointed. Should the avoué die in office, his represen- 
tatives have the right to sell his place, and even when an 
avoué is deprived of his ofice for misconduct the place is 
often allowed to be sold for the benefit of his creditors or his 
family. 

The number of avoues is in general fixed according to the 
importance of the population subject to the jurisdiction of 
the court or Tribuaal, but in case the Govermnent should 
think fit to increase the number, it commands the com- 
pany to present eligible persons, and the price of the 
new places is distributed among the older avoués ; ‘if, 
on the contrary, the Government thinks proper, on account 
of the falling off of business, to diminish the number of 
avoués, it directs that each new avoué shall buy a second 
place. 

Of course, the value of a place varies with the locality 
aud the clients. The place of avoué in the Imperial Court 
at Paris, is worth from 100,000 to 300,000 francs (£4,000 to 
£12,000) ; in the tribunal, where the quantity of business is 
much greater, from 150,000 to 300,000 franes, and very ex- 
ceptionally as much as 400,000 or 500,000 francs (£16,000 to 
£20,000) ; at Strasbourg it is said to be be difficult toobtain 
30.000 francs for a place of avoué (£1,200). : 

This sketch would be incomplete without some mention of 
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the advocates of the Court of Cassation and Council of 
State, and of the azré¢s of the tribunals of commerce. 

The Court of Cassation decides points of law only ; 
neither facts nor deductions from facts (ni le fait ni les 
appreciations du fait). It judges in the last resort in all 
appeals, civil and criminal, from all jurisdictions, save the 
particular cases which go to the Council of State. This 
council contains a section called “ Section du Contentieux,” 
something like our judicial committee, and is the court of 
appeal in the last resort in all litigation, ‘‘*en matiere ad- 
ministrative ’’ between the communes, the departments, or 
the state and individual. 

These two courts have one Bar consisting of sixty advo- 
cates, who perform also the duties of avoués, and there are 
no other avoués. Those holding the places must be advo- 
cates, but they buy and sell their places and give security 
as to the avoués elsewhere. A place sells for from 60,000 
to 200,000 or 300,000 frances. 

In large commercial cities that are attached to the Tri- 
banals of Commerce practitioners called agriés who com- 
bine the characters of advocate and avoué. In Paris they 
are or may be advocates and are fifteen in number, they buy 
and sell their places which are worth frem 250 to 400 thou- 
sand francs. In places without much trade there are no 
agréés but the advocates and avoués act instead—but before 
any Tribunal of Commerce the person representing the liti- 
gant is considered to be his friend rather than his lawyer. 

In this short sketch I have confined myself altogether to 
facts without attempting any commentary upon them; and 
I have taken great pains to be correct in the facts stated, 
but I may possibly be in some small particulars inaccurate. 
Those who may feel inclined to pursue the subject will find 
all the details under the proper heads of advocate agréé, &c. 
in the Grand Repertoire de Jurisprudence de Dalloz. 


— 
— 





TRADE MARKS AND PROPERTY MARKS. 

We have made allusion in our leading columns, to the Indian 
Penal Code, which was enacted by the Legislative Council of 
India last year, and especially to that part of it which relates 
to the interesting question of trade marks. We give the fol- 
lowing clauses which contain its provisions upon this subject. 


478. A mark used for denoting that goods have been made 
or manufactured by a particular person or at a particular time 
or place, or that they are of a particular quality, is called “a 
trade mark.” 

479. A mark used for denoting that moveable property be- 
longs to a particular person is called *‘ a property mark.” 

480. Whoever marks any goods, or any case, package, or 
other receptacle containing goods, or uses any case, package, 
or other receptacle with any mark thereon, with the intention 
of causing it to be believed that the goods so marked, or any 
goods contained in any such case, package, or receptacle so 
marked, were made or manufactured by any person by whom 
they were not made or manufactured, or that they were made 
or manufactured at any time or place at which they were not 
made or manufactured, or that they are of a particular quality 
of which they are not, is said to use a false trade mark. 

481, Whoever marks any moveable property or goods, or 
any case, package, or other receptacle containing moveable 
property or goods, or uses any case, package, or other recep- 
ticle having any mark thereon, with the intention of causing 
it to be believed that the property or goods so marked, or any 
property or goods contained in avy case, package, or ether 
receptacle so marked, belong to a person to whom they do not 
belong, is said to use a false property mark. 

482. Whoever uses any false trade mark or any false pro- 
perty mark with intent to deccive or injure any person, shall 
be punished with imprisonment of cither description for a term 
which may extend to one year, or with fine, or with both. 

483. Whoever, with intent to cause damage or injury to 
the public or to any person, knowingly counterfeits any trade 
or property mark used by any other person, shall be punished 
with imprisonment of either description for a term which may 
extend to two years, or with fine, or with both. 

484. Whoever, with intent to cause damage or injury to the 
public or to any person, knowlingly counterfeits any property 
mark used by a public servant, or any mark used by a public 
servant to denote that any property has been manufactured by 
a particular person or at a particular time or place, or that the 
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same is of a particular quality or has passed through a par- 
ticular office, or that it is entitled to auy exemption, or uses as 
genuine any such mark knowing the same to be counterfeit, 
shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for a 
term which may extend to three years, and shall also be liable 
to fine. 

485. Whoever makes or has in his possession any die, plate, 
or other instrument for the purpose of making or counterfeit- 
ing any public c- private property or trade mark with intent 
to use the same for the purpose of counterfeiting such mark, 
or has in his possession any such property or trade mark with 
intent that the same shall be used for the purpose of denoting 
that any goods or merchandize were made or manufactured by 
any particular person or firm, by whom they were not made, 
or at a time or place at which they were not made, or that they 
are of a particular quality of which they are not, or that they 
belong to a person to whom they do not belong, shall be pun- 
ished with imprisonment of either description for a term which 
may extend to three years, or with fine, or with both. 

486. Whoever sells any goods with a counterfeit property 
or trade-mark, whether public or private, affixed to or im- 
pressed upon the same or upon any case, wrapper, or recep- 
tacle in which such goods are packed or contained, know- 
ing that such mark is forged or counterfeit, or that the same 
has been affixed to or impressed upon any goods or merchan- 
dize not manufactured or made by the person or at the time 
or place indicated by such mark, or that they are not of the 
quality indicated by such mark, with intent to deceive, injure, 
or damage any person, shall be punished with imprisonment of 
either description for aterm which may extend to one year, or 
with fine, or with both. 

487. Whoever fraudulently makes any false mark upon any 
package or receptacle containing goods, with intent to cause 
any public servant or any other person to believe that such 
package or receptacle contains goods which it does not contain, 
or that it does not contain goods which it does contain ; 
that the goods contained in such package or receptacle are of a 
nature or quality different from the real nature or quality 
thereof, shall be punished with imprisonment of either descrip- 
tion for a term which may extend to three years, or with fine 
or with both. ‘ 

488. Whoever fraudulently makes use of any such false 
mark with the intent last aforesaid, knowing such mark to be 
false, shall be punished in the manner mentioned in the last 
preceding section. 

489. Whoever removes, destroys, or defaces any property 
mark, intending or knowing it to be likely that he may there- 
by cause injury to any person, shall be punished with im- 
prisonment of either description for a term which may extend 
to one year, or with fine, or with both. 


ee 


METROPOLITAN COURTS. 


The Report of the House of Commons Committee, on 
Metropolis Local Taxation, which has been published in the 
shape of a blue book, contains an account of the administration 
of criminal and civil justice in the metropolis. The Com- 
mittee was composed of the following members: — 

Mr. Ayrton, Sir George Lewis, Lord John Manners, The 
Lord Mayor of London, Mr. Locke, Sir Jolin Shelley, Mr. 
Alderman Copeland, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Locke King, Mr. Barrow, 
Lord Enfield, Lord Lovaine, Mr. Bazley, Mr. Beecroft, and 
Mr. Tite. 

The following is the part of the report to which we refer:— 

The administration of justice in the metropolis may be con- 
sidered under the two heads of criminal and civil justive. 

For purposes of criminal justice, a considerable addition has 
been made to the area of the metropolis. ‘The metropolitan 
police district for the administration of the police, embraces 
the whole county of Middlesex, and all other parishes or 
places of which any part is within fifteen miles of Charing 
Cross, thus including parts of Essex, Hertfordshire, Surrey, 
and Kent; but the city of London is excepted, and maintains 4 
separate police administration. 

The district subject to the jurisdiction of the Central 
Criminal Court,on the other hand, includes the city of London, 
but excludes portions of the police district in the counties of 
Essex and Hertford, ¥ 

The chief part of the metropolis, with the exception of the 
city, is divided into districts, for each of which a police magis- 
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trate is appointed by the Crown. In the city of London, the 
Lord Mayor and the other aldermen act as magistrates. The 
justices of the peace for the county act as magistrates in the 
rest of the metropolis, These authorities exercise the power 
of summary conviction, and of committal to the sessions and 
assizes within their respective jurisdictions. 

The courts exercising jurisdiction within the metropolis, for 
the trial of prisoners and hearing appeals against summary 
convictions, and performing other functions of sessions, are 
the London sessions, the Central Criminal Court, the Middlesex 
sessions, the Surrey sessions, and the Kent sessions. These 
sessions are prohibited from trying indictments for any capital 
felony, and the other crimes and offences specified in the Act 
of the 5 & 6 Vict. c., 88, which must be tried at the Central 
Criminal Court; but as all criminal cases may also be com- 
mitted to that Court, there is no law to determine whether 
these should be tried at the sessions for the county in which 
the offence has been committed, or at the central court. . 

Cases occurring in Middlesex, committed to the sessions, are 
tried at Clerkenwell; in Surrey, at Horsemonger-lane, Reigate, 
Kingston, or Guildford; and in Kent, at Maidstone. 

The sittings of the Central Criminal Court take place once a 
month, and are presided over by one of the judges of the su- 
perior Courts, or the recorder, common sergeant, or judge of 
the Sheriff’s Court, who are salaried officers of the corporation 
of London. ‘The Middlesex Sessions are held once a fortnight, 
and are presided over by the assistant-judge, or his deputy, 
who are paid by the Crown. The sessions for Surrey ure 
held eighteen times in the year, and the Kent sessions, for the 
division embracing the part within the metropolis, are held 
four times a year. They are conducted by the justices for the 
county. Some inconvenience results from the manner in 
which the sessions of the Central Criminal Court, and .the 
Middlesex, and other sessionsereheld. Your committee think 
it deserves consideration whether the present system might not 
be improved by giving more complete effect to the principles 
on which the Central Criminal Court was established, and, 
instead of limiting its sittings to twelve in the year, so consti- 
tuting the Court that it would sit as often as might be requi- 
site for the trial by jury of all such offences committed 
within the limits of its jurisdiction, as are not of sufficient 
magnitude to require the presence of a judge of the superior 
courts, reserving the more important cases for the attendance 
of that judge once a month. 

Your committee also deem it right to refer the House to the 
opinion expressed by the commigsioners, in their report on the 
Corporation of London, in 1854, respecting the separate police 
of the City of London :—“ We believe that the incorporation 
of the city with the larger district by which it is environed, 
is a measure recommended alike by considerations of efficiency 
andeconomy. The annual expenses of the metropolitan police 
are divided between the parishes and the Consolidated Fund, 
the parishes paying three fourths and the Consolidated Fund 
paying one-fourth of the whol¢. In the city a similar division 
is made between the ratepayers and the corporation, the police 
rate bearing three-fourths and the city chest contributing one- 
fourth of the annual expense. We recommend, in the event of 
the present distinction between the city police and the rest of 
the metropolitan police being abolished, that the corporation 
be relieved from this contribution, and that the city receive the 
same assistance from the Consolidated Fund, towards the main- 
tenance of its police, as the rest of the metropolis.” Since this 
recommendation, arrangements have been made for contribu- 
ting from the Consolidated Fund one- fourth of the charge for 
the police throughout England, 

With regard to the local administration of justice in civil 
cases, the metropolis, except the city, has been divided into 
county court districts, with a judge for each district, for the 
trial of actions under the County Court Acts. But in the 
City of London there are two conrts, the Mayor’s Court and 
the Sheriffs’ Court, exercising jurisdiction under special Acts 
and local usages. Your committee see no reason why the 
procedure for the recovery of small debts should not be made 
uniform throughout the metropolis, 

With respect to causes which are not cognizable by the 
county courts, local actions arising in the City of Londen must 
be tried within the City, and in Middlesex at Westminster. 
Those arising on the south side of the Thames can be tried 
only at the assizes for the counties of Surrey and Kent, 
whilst they might, with much greater facility, be tried at West- 
minster. 

The Mayor's Court possesses a general jurisdiction over 
causes of action arising in the City; but it appears that very 
few cases (which could not be tried in the county court), are, 
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in fact tried in the Mayor’s Court. ‘The courts at Westminster 
also try, at the sittings held in London and at Westminster, all 
causes which are not local; but the juries for the trial of these 
cases are summoned from the City of London and the county 
of Middlesex alone. Your committee think it matter for con- 
sideration whether it would not be advantageous to the inhabi- 
tants if some arrangements were made for the trial of all 
causes in the metropolis, not cognizable by the county courts, 
at a Central Civil court of Nisi Prins, analogous to the Cen- 
tral Criminal Court. 

By the proposed alterations, all the jurymen residing within 
the metropolis could be formed into one jury list; and by 
better and more methodical arrangements, your committee are 
of opinion that much relief might be afforded to this most use- 
ful class of the community, who in return for the very impor- 
tant duty they render to society, should be treated with the 
utmost consideration. 

The report from which this is taken was prepared by Mr. 
Ayrton, who was chairman of the committee. 


———— 


Admission of Attorneys. 


Quecn’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 
Michaelmas Term, 1861. 


[The clerk’s names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled follow in ordinary type. 

Best, Witt1am.—ZJ. Ralfe, Winchester. 

Crarke, WituiaAm Bensamin.—E. R. Palmer, Great Yar- 
mouth. 

Cory, Jony.—S. B. Cory, Great Yarmouth. 

Every, Wiri1am.—R. Walker, Canterbury; R Gee, Canter- 
bury; H. Lake, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Fuintorr, FLorexce Powe..—F. T. Bircham, Parliamen- 
street. 

GrorcE, THomas Josepu.—R. B. Postans, 12, South-square,. 
Gray’s-inn; H. Padmore, 2, Duke-street, Adelphi. 

Hasrorr, Howarp Aveustus.—P. A. Hanrott, 15, Bedford- 
row. 

Hayman, E. Bartietrr.—C. W. Bond, Axminster; J. G. G. 
Radford, Sidmouth. 

Jongs, Epwin.—W. Manby, Wolverhampton. 

Pearce, Parmenas Wiitt1am.—G. S. Eastlake, Plymouth. 

Satt, E. ‘Tayteur.—J. B. Stanley, Bristol. ; 

Smiru, Henry.—H. T. Smith, Devonport; T. Baker, jun., 
Dowgate-hill Chambers. 

Smiru, RevBen.—R. H. Anderson, York; G. H. Smith, York; 
R. E. Smithson, York. 

Tennant, ALFRED.—E. Tennant, Hanley. 

Wuirerorp, Hamirrex.—C. C. Whiteford, Plymouth. 


Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1861. 


BaRNarD, JosePu Grorce.—G. E. Williams, Cheltenham. 

BRADFORD, JoB.—R. Gardner, Leamington; KR. S. Gregson, 8, 
Angel-court, Throgmorton-street; J. B. Allen, 20, Bedford- 
row. 

Burnanp, Joux Tuomas Newman.—Edward Elias, Dunster- 
ville-grove, 13, Copthall-court; J. G. Hick, 13, Copthatl- 
court. 

Burnetr, Epwix.—Messrs. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Davies, Samur. Ricnarp.—J. Cooke, Ross, Hereford, 

Dempster, GEorGE Bunpock.—J, Dempster, Brigliton. 

Dumsteton, Horatio B. A —J. T. Bolton, Solihull. 

Eppison, Freperick.—E. Eddison, Leeds 

Grirrin, Ropert, jun.—W. G. Tallents, Newark-upon- 
Trent. 

Jones, GEorcE Ap Eyton Parry.—F. Potts, Chester. 

KenxsHaw, Tuomas Ousey.—H. Lees, Stalybridge. 

Mitts, ALFRED ‘THoRNcRorr.—W. W. King, Brighton, 25, 
College-hill. 

Minster, AntHuR.—R. H. Minster, Coventry. _ 

Oswatp, James Francis.—E. Weatherhall, jun., Inner 
Temple. 

Rocers, Witt1aM.—J. Johnson, 57, Chaccery-lane; and 
Hampstead. 

Watery, Henry Sraxtey.—T. E. Swift, Blackburn; J. 
Bolton, Blackburn. 

Witiiams, Epwarp, jun.—T. L. Longueville, Oswestry. 

Woop, Bengamixn Puuir.—J. T. Auckland, Cliffe, near 
Lewes; and Eastbourne; J. Edwards, 15, St. Swithin’s-lane; 
and Greenwich. 
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Wyatt, Georce Harvey.—J. H. Hearn, Newport; J. A. 
Mew, Newport. 


APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW 
ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES. 
11th November, 1861. 
Waldy, Henry Temple, Harewood-grove, near Darlington. and 
6, Cleveland-row, St. Jaies’s. 


26th November, 1861. 

Aldrich, Frederick, 14 Furnival’s Inn; Leominster; and Bays- 
water. 

Alexander, Augustus, 2, Staple Inn. 

Arnold, Harry, Kendal. 

Bentley, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hul1; and Beverley. 

Briggs, Frederick, 6, Margaret’s-place, Lower Bland-street, 
Dover-road, Sonthwark; and 1, Upper Gower-Street, New- 
road. 

Catchpole, William Smith, Salford; Louth; and 53, Brunswick- 
street Blackwall. r 

Cheatle, George, 11, South-square, Gray’s-inn, 

Cooke, George, 13, Seymour-street, St. Pancras; and Aberyst- 
with. 

= Henry Christian, 8 & 18, Queen’s-terrace, Haverstock- 

ill. 


Crane, John William Howard, 20, New Millman-street; and 6, 
Albert-terrace, Bayswater. 

Davison, Thomas John Robert, Upper Tooting. 

Dommett, Charles William Chard. 

Dunn, William James, Smethwick, Stafford. 

Feuiliade, Francis, 22, Bute-street, Old Brompton. 

Fletcher, Robert, 21, Bayham. terrace, Camden Town; and 
Hampstead. 

Giles, George, 103, St. Martin’s-lane, and 7, Lloyd Square. 

Grayson, James, 43, Burton-crescent, St. Pancras; and 24, 
Southampton-row, Bloomsbury . 

Gregory, William, John, 13, St. Martin’s-place, Birmingham; 
and Cirencester. 

Hicks, William, Sutton, Surrey. 

Holmes, Whitaker, Liverpool; 9, Great Queen-street, West- 
minster and Isle of Man. 

Holt, Johnathan, Coventry; Longford, near Coventry; Broad 
bottom, and Marple, Chester, 

Hughes, Arthur, 4, Leicester-road, New Barnet. 

Hughes, John Allington, Wrexham; 39, Keppel-street, Russell- 
square; 17, Woburn-place; and Barnes. 

Humphreys, William Joseph, Rhyl, Flint. 

Jones, John Vipan, 10, Highbury-grove. 

Lander, George Moseley, 2, St. Paul’s-crescent, Camden Town. 

Leggett, Francis Charles, 1, Wimpole-street, Cavendish-square. 

Logan, Alexander Crosby, Seaham Harbour, Sunderland. 

Lomax, Richard, 118, Great Russell-street; aud Ipswich. 

Maynard, Joseph Henry, 30, Keppell-street, Notting-hill; and 
1, Fitzroy-square. 

Mellor, James Williams, 55, Bath-street, Southport; and 57, 
Milbank-street. 

Merriman, Robert William, Marlborough. 

Oddie, Edward, 43, Cumberland-street, Marylebone. 

Okey, Thomas King, Clifton, and 32, Middlesex-street, Somers- 
town. 

Oliverson, Thomas, 7, Cassland-crescent, Cassland Road, South 
Hackney, 

Paftard, James Henry, the Younger, 43, Essex-street; and 77, 
Chancery -lane, 

Pater, John, 49, Hunter-street, Brunswick-square; and Ches- 


ter. 

Pearse, David William, 37, Arundel-terrace, Liverpool-road, 
Islington. 

Peile, Charles, 10, Belsize Park, Hampstead; and Whitehaven. 

Plummer, William, Canterbury. 

Price, Archibald Swayne, Camblesford Hall, near Selby; Paris; 
and Bangor. 

toberts, Samuel, Boston, Lincolnshire. 

tobins, Greenway, 71, Oakley-square, Camden New Town; 
Peckham; and Gray’s-inn-road. 

Robinson, William Reginald, Cheshunt; Isle of Madeira; and 
Newport. 

Robson, William Wealands, Bishopwearmouth. 

toskams, Henry, Walthamstow; and Albion-road, Dalston. 

Rumsey, Robert Crook, Kirkby Lonsdale; and 3, New Boswell- 
court. 

Russell, John, Bawtry; and 31, Albert-street. 

Scott, John Henry, 32, Roxburgh-terrace, Haverstock-hill. 

Sharp, William, 22, Margaret-street. j 
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Shaw, Henry, 30, Englefield-road, De Beauvoir Town; and 
Isle of Man. 

Speechly, Thomas, 23, Essex-street, Strand. 

Stone, William Way, 23, Argyle-street, King’s-cross. 

Thornton, Thomas, Bishop Auckland. 

Turney, Benjamin, 10, Bull green, Halifax. 

Waddington, Granville Ferrers, Usk; Monmouth; and Man- 
chester. 

Warner, Powell, 15, Highbury-crescent. 

Watts, Thomas, Leicester. 

Weekes, Charles Henry, 8, Pembroke Cottages, Caledonian 
road; and 23, Prince’s-terrace, Caledonian-road. 

White, John Francis, 31, Guildford. street, Russell-square. 

Wood, Edward Negus, Maidstone; and Ceylon. 

Wood, Walter, 58, Upper Stamford-street. 

Worthington, George William, 46, Torrington-square. 


7 
vw 





Queen's Bench, 
NEW CASES.—Micuatutmas Team, 1861. 

SPECIAL PAPER. 
Demurrer. Crane v. Winstanley. 
Special case. Bisshop v. Upperton. 

” Meek v. Langdon, Clerk. 
The Great Western Railway Co. v, Ramage, Secretary. 
The Trinity House v. The East of England Screw Coast- 
ing Co. (Limited). 


” 
Demurrer. 





Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Micuaetmas Term, 1861. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Elkin and Another v. Baker. 
on Markin v. Aldrich. 
Case by Order. The General Steam Navigation Co. v. Slipper. 
Demurrer. Chapman v, Collier. 


— by} Shephard and Another v. Payne and Another. 


Case Nisi Prius. Reade v. Conquest. 

Notice is hereby given that the Court has appointed the following days 
for hearing and deciding the appeals from the decisions of the Revising 
Barristers under the Act 6 Vict. c. 18, viz. :— ; 

Monday . ...++.. teeee Il Tuesday ..ocsccose 29 
PIBY ..cccrcecseces 15 Friday ...... coccce 22 
of November, 1861, on which days the Court will proc2el to hear the 
same in the order in which they are entercd. 
7th Nov. 1861. 


Demurrer. 





Ensolbent Debtors Court 
To Tue CoMMISSIONERS OF THE COURT FOR THE RELIEF OF INGULVENT 
DEBTORS IN ENGLAND. . 

By virtue of the authority given to me by the 23rd section of “The 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861,” I do direct that such unfinished matters as con- 
sist of bnsiness now pending in the aforesaid Court, shall be proceeded 
with, and completed before and by you, the Commissioners of the said 


And I make this Order subject to any further Order that may be made 
by me under the aforesaid authority. And also subject to any General 
Orders that may be made by virtue of the power contained in the 45th 
section of the said Act. 


(Signed) Westsvry, C. 
14th Oct, 1861. 
—>—__—- 
Girths, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


BROOKS— On Nov. 6, the wife of George Henry Brooks, Esq., of Doctor’s 
commons. of a son. 

DAY--On Nov. 6, at 9, Vicarage-gardens, Kensington. the wife of John 
C. F. S. Day, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

ETHERINGTON—On Nov. 3, at Campden-hill, Kensington, the wife of 
Charles Etherington, Esq., of a son, 

LEAKE—On Nov. 2. at 2, Maitland-park-terrace, Haverstock-hill, the 
wife of Stephen Martin Leake, Esq., of a son. 

PAIN—On Nov. 6, at 8, Phillimore-terrace, Kensington, the wife of 
Thomas Pain, Esq., Barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

PARRY—On Oct. 29, the wife of John Humphreys Parry, Esq., Serjeant-at- 
law, of a son. 

YATES—On Oct. 31, at Wellbank, Cheshire, the wife of Joseph St. John 
Yates, Esq., Judge of County Courts, of a daughter, stillborn, 

MARRIAGES. 

ALSTON—ABBOTT—On Sept, 2, E. Graham Alston, Esq., of Lincoln’s 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, to Elizabeth Caroline Abbott, daughter of Edward 
Abbott, Esq., of Feltwell Lodge, Norfolk. 

BRANDON—LION—On Oct. 29, at Fulda, in the duchy of Kur Hessen, 
G. 8. Brandon, Esq., of 15, Essex-street, Strand, to Ceciiia, daughter of 
M. Lion, Esq.. of Frankfort-on-the-Maine. 

RADCLIFFE—HUGHES—On Oct. 25, John Radcliffe, Esq., of West Derby, 
Liverpool, to Emma, daughter of the late Henry Hughes, Esq., of ° 

TALFOURD—TOWNE—On Nov. 5, Francis, son of the late: Hon. Mr. 
Justice Talfourd, D.C.L , to Frances Louisa Morgan, daughter of Josiah 
Towne, Esq., Solicitor, Margate, Kent. 

vine, cae LEONARD—On ye Peep moet ee 

» jun, +» Of; tenham, Solicitor, to Emily | , daughter | 
mon Leonard, Esq., of Buckingham Villas, Clifton, 5 





id 


reo 
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London Gajcttes. 


@Mindings-up of Point Stock Companies 
Tuespay, Nov. 5, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN pc 
Lire AssuRANCE TREASURY.—V.C. Wood will on Nov. 20, at 12, appoint 
an official manager or official gers of this pany. 
Limitep IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Carpirr Preserved Coat & Coxe Company (Limitep).—Petition to wind 
up, presented Oct. 28, will be heard before Commissioner Hill, on Nov. 12 
at ll; Bristol. 





BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Nov. 5, 1861. 
Moss, Josern, 149, Houndsditch, London, Wholesale Clothier. Noy. 1, 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Nov. 1, 1861. 
a Miss Marcia, Breadon House, Croydon, Surrey, Spinster. Dec. 
Sol. R. B. Beddorne, 27, Nicholas-la., Lombard-st., London. 

m3 RaLru, jun.. 40, Piccadilly, Middlesex, Bootmaker. Dec. 24. Sols. 
Gregory. Son, & Clark, 12, Clement’s-inn, London. 

Gorpon, Davin, Gordon- ter., Smedley-la., Manchester, Brass Founder. 
Dec. 2 Sols. £. Heath & Sons, 4l, Swan-st., Manchester. 

Goupe, Henry Coorer, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire. Feb. 1. Sols. 
Nicholl, Burnett, & Newman, 18, Carey-st., Lincoln’s-inn. 

Guest, Francis, ve of 3, Rodney-st., Pentonville, afterwards of 2, 
5 r-ter., Islington; then of 11, Barnsbury-villas, Upper-rd , Islington; 

erwards of 6, Grove-ter., Camberwell, Surrey, Spinster. Dec. 10. 
Sols. Fearon & Clabon, 21, Gt. George-st., Westminster, S.W. 

Harpor, SaMvgL, Etwall, Derbyshire, Farmer, Dec. 1. Sols. Bass & 
Jennings, Burton-upon-Trent. 

MACKENZIE, MARY Ann, 20, Manchester-ter., Liverpool-rd., Islington, 
Middlesex, Widow. Nov. 29. Sols. Jones & Arkcolls, 190, Tooley-st., 
Southwark. 

Monckton, Hon. & Rev. F. S., Serlby Hall, Bawtry, Yorkshire, and late 
Bath. Dec. 24. Sols. Dowding & Burne, 15, Vineyards, Bath. 

Sreeve, Ricuarp, Week-green, Froxfield, Hants., Esq. Dec. 10. Executor, 
C. Rivington, Fenchurch-bldgs., London. 

TuursBy, Jonn Harvey, formerly of Rugby, afterwards of Abington 
Abbey, Northamptonshire, since of Leamington, Hastings, and late of 
25, Clarendon-sq., Leamington Priors, Warwickshire, Esq. Nov. 18. 
Sol. W. Flesher, Northampton. 

Watson, Tuomas, Fulford, Yorkshire, Gent. Dec. 7. Sols. Powel & Son, 
Pocklington. 


Tuespay, Nov. 5, 1861. 
a ve James, Offerton, Stockport, Farmer. Dec. 24. Sol. W. Smith, 


port. 

Bray, Henry, East Ilsley, Berks, Jockey, Nov. 30. Sol. W. Hulbert, 
East lisley, Berks. 

Botrery, Ann, Carlton-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Widow. Dec. 27, Sol. 
J. ~_ Carlton-upon-Trent. 

Freip, Jonn Josera, Caldicot House, Aldenham, Hertford, formerly of 
Guildford-st., Russell-sq,, —, Gentleman. Dec. 31. Sol. W, 

Kinsey, 9, Bloomsbury-pl., London. 

Grama, Right Honourable Sir James Kopert GeorcE. Dec. 1. Soils. 
Leman & Co., 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Harpsr, Saran, 17, Camden-cottages, King’s-rd., Camden New-rd., 
Middlesex, Spinster. Dec. 4, ‘Sol. E. Fuller, 39, Hatton-garden, 


Middlesex. 

Haxrripee, Georee Dennis, Sluice House Inn, otherwise the Lobster 
Smack Inn, Conway Island, near Benfleet, Essex, Licensed Ls rage 
Grocer, and General Dealer. Dec. 24. Sols. Ridsdale and Craddock, 5, 
Gray’s-inn-sq., London. 

Sorrr, EBENEZER, 14, Gibson-sq., Islington, Middlesex, 124, Wood-st., 
London, Warehouseman. Jan. 1. Soi. Herbert Lloyd, 1, Wood-st., 
Cheapside, London. 

SovTHERNE, Epmunp Vernon, Esq., 2, Blenheim-ter., Leeds. Dec. }. 
Sols., Upton & Yewdall, 12, South Parade, Leeds. 

Veaner, Epwarp, formerly of Peter-st., Dublin, and late of 127, Picca- 
dilly, Middlesex, Doctor of Physic. Dee. 11. Sols. Noteutt & Son, 
Museum-st., Ipswich. 

Waite, Ricnarp James, 4, Devonshire-street, Islington, Middlesex, Com- 
mercial ‘Traveller. Nov, 27. Sol. R. H. Nettleship, 37, John-st., 
Bedford-row, Middlesex. 

Wituiams, Lady, 28, Grosvenor-sq. Dec. 1. Sols. Leman and Co.,51, 
Lincoln’s-inn-felds. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, Nov. 5, 1861. 
CopreritL. THomas, Camden-st., Birmingham, Esq. Scholefield v. Red- 
fern, V. C. Kindersley. Dec. 14. 
FERDINAND, Baron bE Detar, 13, poe de Marigny, Paris. Rumbold 
v. Cavendish, V. C. Kindersley. Jan. 6 
Kay, JONATHAN, 3, Clifton-cottage, Park-rd., Kingsland-rd., Middlesex, 
Gent. Kay v. Bethell, V. C. Stuart, 2. 
Simpson, Henry ApaM, 11, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Surrey, Ironmonger. 
Hawkes v. Phillips, V. c. Stuart. Nov. 21. 
Waicut, Wittiam, Bawtry-street-houses, Harworth, Nottingham, 
Surgeon. George v. George, M. R. Dec. 3. 
PritcuarD, Mary, Liverpool, Spinster. Royle v. Kennedy, office of the 
Registrar, 1, North John-street, Liverpool (county Palatine of Lan- 
caster), Nov. 29. 


Assignments for Benelit of Creditors. 
Fripay, Nov. |, 1861. 
Datrton, Joun, Firebacon, Fulstow, Lincoln, Farmer and Corn Merchant. 
Oct. 25. Sols. ‘oldby’ and Bell, Town Hall, Louth. 
Harates, Tuomas, Milford, Pembroke, Draper and Grocer. Oct. 5, Sol. 
T. H. Smith, Old Jewry, 





Harrison, WitttaAM NotrincuamM, Thorne, York, Joiner and Cabinet 
Maker, Oct.29. Sols. Beckitt & Phillips, Thorne. 

Kecprew, Josspn, late of Kirby Wiske, York, and now of West Hartle- 
pool, Durham, Tailor and Shoemaker, Oct. 25. Sol. J. Rider, Thirsk. 

Maysmor, Taomas, Ashborne, Derby, Mercer, Oct. 2. Sol. W. R. Holland, 
Ashborne. 

Powett, Horatio, Wolverhampton, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Oct. 3. 
Sols. Roy & Cartwright, 4, Lothbury, London. 

VineaLt, Jonny, Bourne Farm, Salehurst, Sussex, Farmer. Oct. 28. 
Sols. Kingsford, Wightwick, & Fraser, Ashford. 

Youne, Samvet, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Tailor and Draper, Oct. 7. Sols. 
J. W. P. Scott, 2, Southampton buildings, Chancery-lane, 


Tuespay, Nov. 5, 186). 


Epmoxps, Epwarp, 93, Tottenham-conrt-road, Middlesex, Grocer, Oct. 
8. Sol. F. Richardson, 15, Old Jewry-chambers, London. 

Foster, Joun, 1, Ivy-street, Southsea. Portsea, Grocer and Draper. Oct. 
16. Sol. T. Cousins, 5, Union-street, Portsea. 

Fox, Cartes, Abergavenny, Monmouth. Cabinet Maker and Uphol- 
sterer. Aug. 16. Sols. Lloyd & Sayce, Lion-st., Abergavenny. 

Hawtey, Geonrce, Colsterworth, Lincoln, Builder. Oct. 12. Sol. H. 
Thompson, of Grantham. 

Octe, JosePu, Preston, Lancashire, Draper. Oct. 3. Sols. Bicherstaff & 
Myres, Preston. 

UTTLEY, JAMES GREENWOOD, Cotton Warp Sizer, Oct. 30. Sol. John 
Bailey Holroyde, 22, Cheapside, Halifax. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farmar, Nov. |, 1861. 


Apams, Witu1aM Les, Bradford, Watchmaker. Oct. 14. Composition 
and Assignment. Reg. Oct. 29. 

Foster, Witi1aM, 40, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham, Accountant. Oct. 14, 
Composition. Reg. Oct. 30. 

Laurie, Jane, and Heten Laurie, oe —— and Drapers 
(Laurie, Brothers, and J. and H. Laurie) eg. Oc 

LovertT, Joun WHITTEM, and ALEXANDER Weten, Coventry, Ribbon 
Manufacturers. Oct. 18. Assignment. Reg. Oc’ 

Noap, Cuanres, 88, Borough-rd., —, Shoe Reoctennnks Oct. 
14. Composition “and Release. Reg. Oc 

Rw.ey, Frank, Mildenhall, Suffolk, oneal oun Oct. 12. As- 
signment. Reg. Oct. 31. 

be oy naan Burnham, Essex, Draper. Oct. 24. Composition, 

Oct. 
? Tugspay, Noy. 5, 1861. 

Catpicott, Joun, Coventry, Ribbon and Trimming Manufacturer. Oct. 
24. Composition. Reg. Nov. 2. 

Hamitton, Joun, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Oct. 16. Assignment. 
Reg. Nov. 1. 

Lorp, Epwarp, Hastings, Grocer and Cheesemonger. Nov. 1. Assign- 
ment. Reg. Nov. 2 

NEIGHBOUR, Keg New Ino, Pembridge, Hereford, Innkeeper. Oct. 29 
Assignment. Reg. Nov. | 

Nicot, James, 17, Brunswick-pl., East-rd., City-rd., Middlesex, Linen and 
Woollen Draper. Oct. 14. Composition and Release. Reg, Nov. 2. 

Roserts, Maria, Heworth-green, York, Boarding-school Proprietress- 
Oct. 25. Composition. Reg. Nov. 2. 


Bankrupls. 
TuEspaY, Nov. 5, 1861. 


Apeaneé Henry and Wittiam Baker, 27, Robert-st., Hampstead-rd . 
Middlesex, Iron Bedstead Makers (Adeane & Baker). Pet. Nov. 1. 
Regis. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 22; Basinghall-st. at 1. Off. Ass. 
E.Jwards. Scls. Denton & Hall, 15, Gray’s-inn-sq., London. 

Austwick, THomas Monk Fryston, York, Farmer. Pet. Nov. 1. Ist 
meeting, Nov. 15, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sol. H. B. Harle, 


Baainorox, Wittiam, Lower Walton, Warrington, Provision — 
Pet. Oct. 23. Regis. Nicholson: Ist meeting, Nov. 12. Off. Ass. 
Nicholson. Sol. E. S. Bent, Warrington. 

Batt, Henry Asenrt 2, South Island-pl., Brixton-rd. Surrey, Dairyman 
and General Dealer. Pet. Oct. 29 (in forma pauperis). Regis. Hazlitt : 
Ist meeting, Nov. 19, at 11°30; Basinghall-street. Off Ass. Stansfeld. 

Barker, Tuomas, Station-rd, Red-hill, Reigate, Surrey, Tailor, Draper, 
and Hatter. Pet. Nov.5. Regis. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 26, at 11 30; 
Basinghall-street. Off. Ass.Edwards. Sol. H. R. Silverster, 18, Great 
Dover-st., Newington, Surrey. 

Barnes, WitttamM, Crow-lane, Newton, Warrington, Provision Dealer. 
Pet Oct. 22. Reg. Nicholson: Ist meeting, Nov, 12, at 12; Warring- 
ton. Off. Ass. Nicholson, Soi. E.S. Bent, Warrington. 

Bates, Tuomas Henry (and not Henry Bates, as advertised in last 
Friday's Gazette), Moltshill-lanc, Walsatl, Coal Dealer. Pet. Oct. 29. 
First meeting, Nov. 12, at 12; Walsall. Off. Ass. Clarke. Sol. W. H. 
Duignan, Walsall. 

Beuwrenz, Besnagp, late of 4. Church-st., Camberwell, and now of 2, 
Southampton-st., Camberwell, Surrey, Brush Manufacturer and Dealer 
in Faney Goods. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Higgins: Ist meeting, Nov. 18, at 
1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols, Mason, Sturt, & Mason, 7, 
Gresham-st. 

BENDALL, Epwin, Blaisdon, Gloucestershire, hg cee Innkeeper, Licensed 
Victualler, and Farmer. Pet. Nov.2. Keg. Mason: Ist meeting, Nor. 
20 at il; Newnham. Off. Ass. Mason. 

BennaM, THomas, |, Brighton. rd., Aldershott, Southampton, Baker. 
Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Higgins: Ist meeting, Nov. 20 at 1.30; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. J. Pattisson, 13, Furnival's-inn. 

Bennett, Joan, Priory grove, Everton, Liverpool, Bricklayer, Builder, and 
Quarryman. Pet. Oct. 25. Reg. Brougham: Ist meeting, Nov. 16 at 
11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Bird. Sol. F. Horner, Liverpool. 

Biss, Joun Peter, 3, King-st., , Inspector of Railway Police. 
Pet. Oct. 30. Reg, Dunn: Ist meeting, Nov. 15 at9; Lancaster. Off. 
Ass. Dunn. Sol. Swan, 16, Brazennose-st., Manchester. 

Bincnam, Luxe Frirn, Bakewell, Derby, Auctioneer. Pet. Nov. 2. Ist 
meeting, _- ~ ener Sheffield. Off. Ass, Young. Sols. Smith & 
Burdekin, 8 

Brown, hmong “, High-st., Manchester, Woollen Warehouseman 
(Thomas Brown & Co.). Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Wilde: is eons. Nov. 
22 at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Sale, Wi 
Shipman, & Seddon, Booth -st, Manchester. 
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Brown, Heeoums WitxiraMs, 14, Morden-grove, heuthans oh Caneel, | 


Kent, a Clerk in her Majesty's Dockyard, Deptford. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. 
Winslow: Ist meeting, Nov. 23 at 10; Basinghall-street. O/f. Ass. 


Pennell. Sols. Courtenay & Croome, 9, Gracechurch-st., London. 
Bereess, WitttaM, Tontine-st , Hanley, Staffordshire, Wholesale Grocer 

and Provision Merchant. Nov. 2. Ist meeting, Nov. 16 at 11; 

Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Hodgson and Allen, Birming- 
ham; or E. Tennant. Hanley, Staffordshire. 











Cuarret., Joux, Horbury, York, Mango Manufacturer. Tet. Nov. 1. 
1 t meeting, Nov. 14 at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. lope. Sol. J. B. Rayner, 


Horbury; or Bond & Larwic 
CuarMan, WILLIAM 





4 Ss. 

Hexny. Garwsy-rd., Westhourne-grove, Middlesex, 

Livery Stable Keeper. Pet. Nov. i. Reg. Hazlitt: Ist meeting, Nov. 
16 at $1.30; Basinghail-street, Off. Ass. Graham. Soils. Lawrence, 
Plews, & Boyer, 14. Old Jewry Chambers, London. 

Cours, Tuomas Kipeway, 94, Trafalgar-st., Letter- press and Copper-plate 
Printer, Stationer and News Agent. Tet. Nov. 1. Reg. Evershed : 
ist meeting, Nov. 15 at 10; Brighton. Off. Ass. Evershed. Sol. G. R. 
Goodman, 73, Ship-st., Brighton, 





Conen, ALEXANDER, 31, New-st., Gravel-lane, Houndsditch, London, 
Marine Stere Dealer. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Abrahali: Ist meeting, Nov. 
Is, at 11; Basinghall-st. O1f. Ass. Johnson. Sol. E. L. Levy, 29, 


Henrietta-st., Covent garden. 

Couttrr, Journ, 125, Cross-lane, Salford, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. 
Pet. Oct. 22. Ist meeting. Nov. 2] at 10; Salford. Off. Ass. Hulton. 
Sol. J. E. Dawson, M inchester. 

CowDbery, CHantes, 5 5, Upper King-st., Bioomebury, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet. Oct. 31 (in forma pauperis). Neg. Winslow: Ist m eeting, Nov. 
29 at 10; DBasinghail-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. 

Cox, JONATHAN, Great Cheetham-st., Higher Broughton, Commission 


Agent. Pet. Oct. 25. First meeting, Nov. 21 at 10; Salford. Off. Ass. 
Hulton, Sol. F. Andrew, Manchester. 


CaockForp, WaLTER LeparD, 4, Smallbrook-st., Birmingham, Milliner 
and Laceman. First meeting, Nov 22 at 10; Birmingham. Off. Ass. 
Guest. 

Crospy, Witt1aM, 52, Princess-st., Manchester, 
Gas Fitter. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Wilde: 
Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sols. 
Manchester. 

Day, Jonn Srarwixe, Billericay, Surgeon. Pet. Oct. 25. 
Ist meeting, Nov. 19 at 10; Brentwood. Off. Ass. Lewis 

Das, Samvet, & Josepu Tuomas Tuacknar, Fenton, Stoke-upon-Trent, 
Plumbers, Glaziers, and Painters. Vet. Nov. 1. First meeting, Nov. 
15 at 11; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols Litchtield, Newcas- 
tle, Staffordshire; or James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Davies, Epwarp, Townshend-rd., St. John’s Wood, Middlesex, Boot 
Maker. Pet. Noy. 1. Reg. Higgins: Ist meeting, Nov. 20 atl; Ba- 
singhall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Strangways, 10, King’s-rd., Bed- 
ford-row. 

Davis, CHARLES, 
Pet. Oct. 29. 
Ass. Miller 
don; or Bevat 

Davis, SoLomon, 
Corn Dealer. 


Plumber, Glazier, and 
ist meeting, Nov. 15 at 12; 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Brown-st., 


leg. Lewis: 


5, Argyle-st., and 19, Daniel-st., Dath, Upholsterer. 
Reg. Orme: Ist meeting, Nov. 15,at1i; Bristol. Off. 
Digby & Sharp, Circus-pl., Finsbury-circus, Lon- 
1, Girling, & Press, Bristol. 

169, St. rn st., St. George-in-the-East, Middlesex, 
Pet. Nov. Reg. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 26 at 3.30; 















Basinghall-st. Off. hg ” Edwards. Sol. Levy, 29, Henrietta-st., 
Covent-gar., London. 
Dopér, Kicuarp Deacon, 17, St. Thomas-st , Southwark, Commercial 


Traveller. Tet. Oct. 30 cin forma yt ris). Reg. Winslow: Ist 
meeting, Nov. 28 at 12,30; DBasinghaill-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. 

Derry, MicttlatL, 73, Wapping-wall, Shadwell, Midd lesex, Beer-house 
Keeper. Vet. Nov. 1. Keg. Abrahail: Ist meeting, Nov. 18 at 12; 
Basingkall-st. Off. Ass. Joell. 

Evans, ‘oun, 26, Trafford-st., Hulme, Provision Dealer and Beer Seller. 
Pet. Oct. 23. First meeting, Nov. 21 at 10; Salford. Off Ass. Hulton. 
Sol. J. Eltoft, Manchester. 

Feist, Henry Mort, formerly of Malcolm Cottage, Croydon, Surrey, 
then of Claremont-sq., Istington, Middlesex. and then and now of 
Cleveland Cottage, Sutton, Surrey, Newspaper Reporter. Pet. Oct 
Reg. Higgins: first meeting, Nov. 19 at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass 
Caruan. Sol. Lb. Peverley, 19, Coleman-st., City. 

Fisn, Isaac, 20, Rutiand-st. * South Lambeth, Surrey, Clerk in the Parlia- 
ment ary Counse! Office. I'et. Nov.2. Reg. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 

at 10.30; Basi nghall-st. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. R. Hare, The 
Crescent, Jewi n-st., London. 

Firercnes, Witntam, Brownlow-hill, | iverpool. 




















Pet. Oct. 31. Dunn : 


Reg. 





Ist meeting, Nov. 15 at ¥; Lancaster. Off. Ass. Dunn. Sol. R. Swan, 
15, brazennose-st. Lancaster. 
Ganket, Henny, of 19, Upper wy h-pl., Gray’s-iun-rd., Middlesex, At- 





torney’s Cierk. Fet. Nov. 1. 
11; Bausinghail-st. Off. 





Reg. Haz! 
Ass. Stansfe'd, 


Ist meeting, Nov. 15 at 


























GEORGE, Jus, 2, Vrovidence-bldgs., New Kent-rd., Surrey, Dak Pet. 
y. Winslow: Ist meeting, Ne iv. 23.at2; Basinghall-st. Off. 
Fei mune, Sol, 1. G. ¢ hippertie! d, 4, Trinity-st., Southw: 

Junin Hewny. Cheshain, ks, Chemist, Druggist, Grocer, Oil 

war Man, and Perfume Vet, Nov. 2. oe. Higgins: Ist 

pan Nov. 15 at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol, C. 
Weliberne, 17, Duke-st., London bdge. 

Goppauv, Monuis, 455, Regency-sq., Brighton, Sussex, Greengrocer, 

Fruiterer, and Dealer in Wood. Pet. Oct. 31. eg. Eversheds: Ist 

mecting, Nov. 15 at 10; brighton. Ojf. Ass. Evershed. Sul. G. R. 









Gvuodman, 73, 5h ¢ , Brighton, 





Gneex, Georce. Lertford, Upholswrer, Builder, and Underti Tet. 
Nov. 4. Reg. Haztit: Ist meeting, Nov. i9 at 11; Basing om. 


Ass. Graham. 
and Longmore 
Hatt, licuany, 


Dols. 


Mason. Sturt, & Mason, 7, Gresham-st., London, 
lev, & Longmore, Hertford. 


‘eall, Staffordshire, Jiuilder, 





vr, Beer-house 






Keeper, and Dealer in Tobaceo. et. Nov. 1. eting, Nov. 15 
at li, Wairai On. Ass. Clarke. 

liaknonp, Wittiam Geom BaxrLett, 126, Tooley street. Sout! 
Surrey sip Chandier. Vet. Nov. 2. NReg.. Mille i 









3 first meeting 
Herrison and La 








26 at 10: basinghall-st. Oif. Ass. Ldwards. Sols. ’ 
6, Old Jewry; London. 

Hzawes, Epwanp, 5, Leyrout-strect, Stoke Damerel, Devonport, Ship- 
wright and Luigingshouse Keeper. Pet. Oct. 29. Keg,, Vearce; Ist 
meeting, Nov. 16 at li; stonchouse. Off. Ass., Pearce. 

Hewen, taancis, Hereford, butcher, Cattle and Sheep Salesman. Pet. 
Oct. 2%. Ist meeting Nov. 19 at i: Green Dragon Hotel, Hereford. 
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~ off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Richard Underwood, Hereford, and E. & H. 
Wright, Birmingham. 
Horns, Nicuotas Lomas, Exmouth, Stationer. Pet. Oct, 22. Reg., 


Carew ; Ist meeting Noy. 20 at 12; Exeter. 
Crosby, 3, Church-court, Old Jewry, Lo 

Honroyp, James, Lasinghall-st, Ware! 
Co.) P . Reg., Higsi 


Off. Ass., Hirtzel. 
































hall-st Cannan, 
or Sale, 
lHivores, Samven t " 
H , Commissi 1 Agent. “Pet. £ a 
t; first me aa iter 19 at Basinghall-st 0O -, Graham, 
, Roperr Even, 37, Mark-lane, London, Oi} Merchant. Pet. Oct, 31 
{ {i pauperis). Reg. ndens Ist meeting, Nov. 28, atl; 


Ass. 


li-st, Off, Pennell. 

Horwou " Joun Fort 5, Mulberry-st., Hulme, Book-keeper. Pet. 
Oct. 24: Ist meeting, Nov. 21, at 10; Salford, Or. Ass. Hulton. Sol. 
J. Richardson, Manchester. 

Jessup, Witttam, Ryarsh, Kent, Shoeing and Jobbing Smith, Black- 
sinith, Grocer, Farmer, Hop Grower, Stationer, Bookseller, and Genera! 


















Dealer. Pet. Oct. 31. Reg, Scudamore: Ist meeting, Nov. 20, at 10; 
Maidstone. Sol. Morgan, Earl-st., Maidstone. 


Jouns, Henny, Camborne, Cornwall, Shoe Dealer. Pet. Nov,4. Reg. 
Carew: Ist meeting, Nov, 18, ut 12; Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel, Sols. 


W. Yewent, of Camborne ; Turner & Hirtzel, Exeter. 
Ketcey, Ronerr, 14, Vulean st., Derby. rd, Bootle, near Liverpool, Grocer 








and Provision Dealer. Pet. Noy. 4. Reg. Mime: Ist meeting, Nov. 
18, at 2; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Hime. Sol. W. Roby, 6, York-bgds, 
Liverpool. 

KELLY, Joseru, 20, Gorse-st., Hulme, Journeyman Joiner, Pet. Oct. 22. 


Ist meeting, Nov. 21, at 10; Salford. Off. Ass. Hulton. Sol. 
Dawson, Manchester. 

KenneDy, WIttiAM, 22, Sun-st., Lancaster, Bricklayer 
Reg. Dunn: Ist meeting, Nov. 15 at 9; Lancaster. 
Sol. R. Swan, 16, Brazennose-st., Manchester. 

Lapp, Jonny, 17, Turncr’s-rd, Limehouse, Middlesex, Builder. 
31. Reg. Higgins: Ist meeting, Nov. 20 at 10; 
Ass. Cannan. 

Lewis, Cuances Wray, 15, Barnes-ter., Barnes, Surrey, Barrister-at-Law, 
Pet. Nov.1. Reg. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 22 at 2.30; Basinghall-st, 
Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. E, B. Oldrewe, 38, Ba'sover-st., Portiand-pl., 
London. 

Lewis, Isaac, 3, Langton-pl., Camberwell, Surrey, 
Reg. Higgins: ist meeting, Nov. 20 at 2.30; 


J. E. 


Pet. Nov. 1. 
Off. Ass. Dunn. 





Pet Oct, 
Basinghall-st. Off, 





Baker. Pet. Oct. 29. 
Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 


Cannan. Sol. Rt. H. Munday, 5, lountain-ct., Strand. 

Lewis, Jonx, Wolverhampton, Coffee and Eating-house Keeper. Pet. 
Oct. 29. 1st meeting, Nov. 22, at 9; Wolverhampton. Of. Ass. Browr, 
Sol. G. Cresswell, Willenhall. 





Lovecnove, Josern, jun., 21, Cock-st, 
Messrs. Walker & Co., Wine and Spirit Merchants. 
mecting, Noy. 22, at 9; Wolverhampten. 
Underhill, Wolverhampton: 

Mecaru, Enconr, 8, Pavilion-bldgs., Brighton, Sussex, Professor and 
Teacher of Singing. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Milier: Ist ineetinz, Noy. 22 
at 12.50; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass Edwards, Sols. Lewis & Lewis, 
Ely-place, London. 

MENZIES, JAMES SUTHERLA 
Oct. 31 (in forma p: aup 

4 


Wolverhampton, Manager to 
Pet. Oct. 25. Ist 
Off. Ass. Brown. Sol. J. E 








ety Middlesex, Private Tutor. Pet. 
Reg. Higgins: ist nceting, Nov. 19 at 3; 


SD, 












Basinghull-stree Off. an. 
Nicwoison, STEPHEN, Les ods, Solicitor. Pet. Nov.2. First meeting, Nov. 
(Gat il; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Bond.& Burwick, Leeds. 


Neate, Jou, Doncaster, Wholesale Druggist. Wet. Nov. 
Nov. 15 at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sol. W. 
Leeds, 

NopeEs, 


i. First meeting, 
Clarke, Bank st., 


Henny, 40, Robert-st., Chelsea, 
Nov. ti. Reg. Abrahall; Ist meeting, Nov. 20 at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. E. Clarke, 1, Stanley-pl., Paddington-green. 

Peex, Poivir Basraxp, 100, Drummond-st., St. Pancras, Middlesex, Com- 
mercial Trav Pet. Nov. t (in forma’ rege Reg, Winslow: 
Ist mecting, Nov. 23 at 12; Basinghall st. Off. Penneii. 

PicKERLNG, JAME YRG $, Ridley-rd., Daiston, wor . Gent. Pet. 
Noy. 4. Reg. Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 26 at 3; bas inghal! st. Off. 
Ass. Edwards. Sols. Harrison & Lewis, 6, Old Jewry, London. 

Reeves, James, Hed Lion Inn, Lichtield-st., Willenhall, Staffordshire, 
Licensed Victualer. Pet. Oct. 16. First meeting, Nov. 22, at 9; 
Wolverhampton. Off. Ass. Brown. Sol. Sinith, birmingham. 

RicnanDs, Geonae, of Billingsgate Market, and of 25, Skinner-st., Euston- 
rd, ieee le — fish Salesman. Tet. Oct. 31. Reg. Winslow: Ist 
meeting, N . 23 at 1.30: Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. sol. Iey- 
don, 4, Ser i an, London. 

Roz, C HARLES, Roydon. Essex, schoulmaster. 

230: Basingha 






Middiesex, Unidc cer. Pet. 















































y. 4. Reg. Winslow: 
OF, Ass, Pennell, 











Sol, G, B. Batchelor, Basinghall-street London, 
ScuoLerieip, Henar, South Shields, and Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Mer- 
Pet.Oct.31. Reg. Gibson: Ist meeti Nov. 





15,ut ll; New- 


Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. % jlarie, Newe: 





ody 


tie-npon Tyne. 





Pet. Nov. 
Ist meeting, Nov. 23. at 10; 





High-st., Watford, Hertfordshire, Draper. 
2 {in tormé pauy veris). Reg. Winslow: 
Basinghallestreet. Off Ass, Penuell. 

SuickE., Samvet, 14, Blackman-st., Southwark, 
Victuall Vet. Nov. 1 (in forma pauper Rey. Higgins: flitst 
meeting, Nov. 20ut 3; Basinghail-street. Off. Ass. Cannan, 

Simmonyvs, WiLLIAM, 13, Little Pete t, Westminster, Bick 


Surrey, Licensed 











layer and 








Builder. Pet. Nov.1. Reg. Hazlitt: Ist meeting, Nov. 19 at 12.30; 
Basinghall-street. Off Ass. Graham. ‘ols. Howara, Halse, & Trust- 
ram, 6+, Paternoster-row, London. 


miler, Pe’. 
Liverpool. 
treet, Liver: 


IMIR, Cuances, Liverpool, Commission Merchant and Vict 
4 Rex. Lee: Ist weeting, Noy. Is at 11; 
A ss. Morgan. Sol, if. Uromner, Druid-court, 6, Dai 








On 
Oe) 

Surre, Cc unispopren, 28, George-st., HTudderstleid, Commission Agent for 
sale of Drysalteries, Pet. Nov. 4. First meeting, Nov. 18 at 11; Leeds. 

Off. Ass, Young. Sols. W. kield, York, or 'T. Simpson, Leeds. 

Suira, Joun, Longworth, Lancashire, Farmer. Vet. Nov. 1. Reg. Holden: 
Ist inceting. Nov, 15 at }1; Bolton. Off. Ass. Holden. Sols, Richardson 
& Hinnell, Bolton. 

Smira, WitttAM, jun., Longton, Staffordshire, 








Grocer and Provision Mer- 








Yet. 
Ott. 


iw, 
pl., 
29. 


SS. 


et. 


VI". 


to 


"st 


st- 
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chant. Pet. Nov. 2. First meeting, Nov. 16 at 12; Birmingham. Off, 
Ass. Whitmore. Sols. James & Knight, Birmingham, or R. W. Litch- 
field, Newcastle, Staffordshire. 

Surra, WituiaM Foster, 8, Coventry-st,, Haymarket, Middlesex, 
Hosier. Pet. Nov. 4. Reg., Miller; Ist meeting, Nov. 26, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-street Off. Ass., Edwards. Sol. G. Rose Innes, 20, Billiter- 
st., London. 

SPERLING. JAMES Moss, St. John’s-hill, Wandsworth, and 27, Wertemburg- 
street, The Grove, Clapham, Surrey. Pet., Oct. 30 (in forma pauperis). 
Reg. Winslow: Ist meeting, Nov. 28 at 3; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Pennell, 

Srorry, CaristopHen, Winchester, Mess Master. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. 
Miller: Ist meeting, Nov. 22, at 12; Basinghall-st- Off, ASs, Edwards. 
Sol. J. Shiers, 5, New-inn, Strand, London. 

STOTEN, Wittam, 18, Backchurch-lane, Saint George-in-the-East, Mid- 
dlesex, Baker. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Winslow: Ist meeting, Nov. 28 at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennel). Sol. J. J. Spiller, 3, South-pl., 
Finsbury, Middlesex. 

Swirt, Bensamin, 2, Broughton-st., Cheetham, Salesman. First meeting, 
Nov. 21 at 10; Salford. Off. Ass. Hulton. Sol. T. Crowther, 3, Cooper- 

_ Ste, Manchester. 

Tuson, Henry, 6, Cottage-pl., Salmon’s-lane, Limehouse, Middlesex, 
Printer. Pet. Nov. 2. Reg. Hazlitt: Ist meeting, Nov. 16 at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. H. D, Rushbury, 32, Coleman- 
st., London, 

Wane, Witti1am, Wickham Market, Suffolk, Baker, Confectioner, Grocer, 
Coal Merchant, and Posting Master. Pet. Nov. 1. Reg. Reeve: Ist 
meeting, Nov. 15, at 11; Woodbridge. Off. Ass. Reeve. Sol. Church- 
yard, Woodbridge. 

Wetcuman, Joun Henry, formerly of 13, Porteus-ter., Paddington, Mid- 
dlesex, General Agent. Pet. Oct. 31 (in forma pauperis). Reg. Win- 
slow : Ist meeting, Nov: 28, at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. 

Witxinson, JAMES Foster, 42, Halston-st., Hulme, Traveller on Com- 
mission. Pet. Oct. 24. First meeting, Nov.2lat10; Salford. Off. 
Ass. Hulton. Sol. Foulkes, Manchester. 

WIinniett, WittraM, 14, Chapel-place, Cavendish-sq., Middlesex, Captain 
in the 2nd Battalion of her Majesty’s 24th Regiment of Foot. Pet. Nov. 2. 
Reg. Abrahall: Ist meeting, Nov. 18 at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Off. 
Ass. Bell. Sols, Nichols & Clark, 9, Cook’ s-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 

WostTENHOLME, Henry, Sheffield, Cutlery Mannfactory. Pet. Nov. 2. 
First meeting, Nov. 16 at 11; Sheffield, Off. Ass. Young. Sol. W. B. 
Fernell, Sheffield. 

Woop, Witu14M, Fisherman’s Ian, Leeds, Butcher and Beerhouse Keeper. 
Pet. Nov. 4. First meeting, Nov. 18 at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. 
Sol. T. Simpson, Leeds. 








NEW COMMERCIAL AND LEGAL JOURNAL. 


NHE GAZETTE OF BANKRUPTCY, Established 

. for the purpose of furnishing to the public, both "professional and 
commercial, the fullest information respecting the general course of bank- 
ruptcy administration. 

“ The first number of a bi-weekly publication, to be called the ‘ Gazette 
of Bankruptcy,’ has been issued to day. It will record the proceedings in 
Bankruptcy in every court throughout the country, and promises to be 
of great use to all traders. By reference to it, any creditor will be able 
at once to ascertain the position of any estate in which he is interested.” 
—The Times, October 21, 1861. 

Published every Wednesday and Saturday morning, Price 2d., stamped, 
3d. Office : 26, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. 





INVALUABLE TO STUDENTS AND THE PROFESSION. 
Price 3d., complete in twelve monthly parts. 
fhe LAWS OF THE LAND: A popular explana- 
tion and epitome of the various enactments affecting property and 
person, written in plain English. Edited by experienced solicitors and 
barristers. Now ready, No. |, BANKRUPTCY. Edited by WILLIAM R. 
BUCHANAN, Esq., Solicitor in Bankruptcy. Price 3d. 


Houston & Wricut, 65, Paternoster-row. 





Now ready, price 5s. 
MOHE LAW & PRACTICE OF ARBITRATION 
AND AWARD. With Forms. By Jomn Frepericx ArRcHBOLD‘ 
Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
London: William Henry Bond, 8, Bell Yard, baci Bar. 





Second Elition, feap. 8vo. cloth, 12s. 6d. 


N POISONS, IN RELATION TO MEDICAL 
JURISPRUDENCE AND MEDICINE. By ALFRED Ss. 
TAYLOR, M.D., F.R.S. 


By the same Author, Seventh Edition, feap. 8vo. cloth, 12s. 6d. 


MANUAL OF MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE. 
JOHN CHURCHILL, New Burlington-street. 





HE “LONDON GAZETTE,” and LONDON 
Geewiee, COLONIAL, and FOREIGN ADVERTISEMENT 


OFFICE 
No. 5, CHANCERY-LANE. 


HENRY GREEN (for many years with the late George Reynell) begs 
to remind the Legal Profession that a]] advertisements entrusted to his 
care will meet with that careful and prompt attention which an ex- 
perience of upwards ofeighteen years in the insertion of pro forma and 
other legal notices, &c., convinces him is soessential. 


Public Companies’ Announcements, Election Addresses, &c. immedi 
ately considered, N.B. One copy only of advertisementrequired. 





HE QUEEN, a new Journal and Review. 6d. 
Weekly. Prospectuses now ready. London, 248, Strand, W.C. 





Now ready, 
EETON’S ILLUMINATED FAMILY BIBLE. 


Part I., 2s., with Illustrations by Bendemann, Overbeck, Rethel, 
Schnow, &c. The Ornamentation by Noel Humphreys. A Specimen Part 
sent Post Free for 24 Stamps. 

London: S. 0. BEgron, 248, Strand. Ww. C3 and all Booksellers. 
\ LL ‘the NEWSPAPERS for the PRICE of ONE. 

—The NEWS of the WORLD, . price 2d. only, printed on ——- 
paper, contains, in addition to its e from all parts 
of the world, the spirit of all the newspapers s English and foreign ; so that 
itisa perfect mirror of the world. Offices, No. 19, Exeter-street, Strand, 
London. 


RISH INVESTMENTS.—Some first class Irish 
Estates and Securities offered, 
Landed Estates Office, 63, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


ONDON INVESTMENT COMPANY.—Forty 
£10 Shares for Sale, £2 paid. May be had a bargain. Interest at 
the rate of 10 per cent. received the last three years. 
Apply by letter, N. & B., 59, Canep-atvent, Lincoln’s-inn. 














FURNISHED CHAMBERS IN GRAY’S-INN. 


tae BE LET, part of a set, with the use of the 
office, suitable for a gentleman requiring a residence and place of 
business combined. 


Tuquire of Mrs. Puriuirs, 1, Raymond-buildings, W.C. 





GROUND RENTS, EQUAL TO FREEHOLD. 


R. FRED. GODWIN will SELL by AUCTION, 

at the MART, on THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, at TWELVE, for 

ONE o'clock, in Six Lots, GROUND RENTS, for 83 years unexpired, 

amounting to £32 per annum, arising from Nos. 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23, 

Church-road, and Nos. 1 and 2, Sandwich-terrace, Bridge-road, Battersea, 
all good property and well let. 

The property may be viewed by permission, and particulars had at the 
Mart; of Mr FRANCIS HERBERT, solicitor, 20, Royal Avenue-terrace, 
Chelsea; and of Mr. FRED. GODWIN, 3, Halkin-terrace, Belgrave- 
square. 


LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS.— FIRST CLASS INVESTMENT, 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM and TEWSON are in- 


structed by the Executors < the late Joseph Calrow, +» to 
SELL, at the MART, early in NOVEMBER, the valuable FREEHOLD 
PREMISES, land-tax ‘redeemed, No. 96, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, comprising a 
substantially-erected and spacious; professional residence, with stabling = 
coach-house in the rear, having an entrance in Whetstone-park ; 
whole let on lease to Messrs. Cobb for 21 years, from 25th March, ‘ceo 
at the low rental of £160 per annum, the lessees covenanting to repair, to 
insure, and pay all outgoings. 


Particulars of JAS. COYTE, Esq., solicitor, 21, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; and 
of the auctioneers, No. 80, Cheapside. 











Country and Town Residences. Landed Estates, F nanay Hunting 
Seats, Fishing and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c. 


ROOKS & BEAL’S Register of the above pub- 


lished on the first of each month, forwarded per post, or may jo 
had on application at their offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. Particulars 
insertion should be forwarded not later than tl:e 28th of each — 


£80,000 to be let on mortgage in various sums. 





IFE POLICIES as SECURITIES.—The policies 
granted by the LIFE ASSOCIATION of SCOTLAND (founded 
1838), under their new scheme (Class B.) of unconditicnal assurance on 
life, are wholly free from the restrictions attaching to policies on the ordi- 
nary system of other offices, and are specially adapted for securities in 
connexion with debts, family provisions, leases on lives, and the purchase 
of reversions. No restriction is imposed as to occupation or residence, 
and no extra premium can ever be payable. 
A medical officer in attendance daily, at half-past 12 o’clock. 
On 5TH DecemBerR 
The Scheme will be closed for the current year. Entrants to the Profit Class 
will be entitled {o @ FULL YEAR’s Bonus more than later Entrants, 
THOS. FRASER, Resident Secretary. 


No. 20, King William-street, E.C. 


QUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand.—Persons desirous of dis- 
posing of Reversionary Property, Life Interests, and Life Policies of Assur- 
ance, may do so at this Office to any extent, and for the full value, without 
the delay, expense, and uncertainty of an Auction. 
Forms of Proposal may be obtained at the Office, and of Mr. 5 in 
sshonty of the Society, London Assurance Corporation, 7, Ex- 
change. 





JOHN CLAYTON 
F, S.CLAYTON, | Joint Secretaries. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c. 

HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 

incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales,and 

Scotland. Under the Company's Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- 

gagees in possession, incumbents of livings, bodies corporate, certain lessees 

and other landowners, are empowered to chargé the inheritance with the 

cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the Company 
ot advanced by the landowner out of his own funds, 

The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works of lan- 
mprovement, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- 
tharce for a specified term of years. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
commercial character,do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners. 

The improvements authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, warping 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, reclaiming, planting, erecting, and im- 
proving farm-houses,and buildings for farm purposes, farm roads, jetties 
steam-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes .&c. 

Owners in feemay effectimprovements on their estates without incurrin 
tlie expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and with 
out regard to the amount of existing incumbrances. Proprietors ma 
apply jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such 
aS 4 common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, &e. 

For further information, and for forms of application, apply to the 
Hon, WitttaM Napier, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, West- 
minster. 


PRITISH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
> and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 
Capita), £200,000, in 20,000 sharesof £10each. £3 per share paid. 
CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF HOPGOOD, Esq., Bishopsgate-street. 
SOLIcrroxs, 
Messrs. PATTESON & CUOBLBOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 
Mawacer. 
CHARLES JAMES THICKE, Esq.,!7, New Bridge-street. 

INVESTMENTS.—The present rate of interest on money deposited 
with the Company for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
drawal, is 5 per cent. 

LOANS.— Advances are made, in sums from £50 to £1,000, upon ap- 
proved personal and other security, repayable by easy instalments, ex- 
tending over any period not excecding 10 years. 

Applications for the new issue of Shares muy be made to the Secretary 
of whom Prospectuses, the last Appre! Report, and every information can 
be obtained. JOSEPH K. JACKSON, Secretary. 








GENTS’ REGISTER: Being a complete Alpha- | 


betica! Index of the Principal! Towns of the United Kingdom, with 
space fcr inserting the Names ot Agents, &c., for the use of Insurance 
and other offices. Large Post Folio, price £2 2s. 
London: Yates & ALcxss>ur, Horses’,oe-court, 32a, Ludgate-hill. 


‘| ‘O AUCTIONEERS AND OTHERS,—A Land 
Agent wishes to recommend a CLERK, whose services, for unavoid- 
abic reasons, he is compelied to relinquish. 
Address, H. H, 29, Parliament-street, S.W. 





~! URVEYS OF LAND AND HOUSE PROPERTY 
made or corrected and plans prepared and put upon deeds, with ex- 
pedition and accuracy, at moderate charges. 
Apply to Mr. Bivesx, Land & Estate Agent, Surveyor, &c., 12, Hart- 
street, Bloomsbury-square, W.C. 


ESTATE PLANS, &c. 


T..PETTIT & CQ, 
LITHOGRAPHERS & GENERAL PRINTERS, 
FRITH-STREET, SOHO-SQUARE, LONDON, 

EG to inform Solicitors, in London and the Pro- 
vinces, that they are prepared to execute every description of Par- 
liamentary, Law, and General Printing and Lithography, with care and 
despatch, including 
MAPS, PLANS OF ESTATES, RAILWAY PLAN WORK, BOOKS OF 
REFERENCE FOR DEPOSIT, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, BRIEFS, &c. 
A large staff of cumpetent workmen employed to execute all orders 
with cclerity. 


| 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 

6, HORSESHOE COURT, LUDGATE HILL, E.c. 
Printers of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter, 
Possessing a large and efficient staff of men thoroughly accustomed to all 
kinds of LAW PRINTING, are enabled to offer to the Profession the ad. 
vantages of the greatest accuracy and despatch in the printing of Bills, 

Answers, Claims, &c. 
OFFICES—6, HORSESIIOE COURT, LUDGATE HILL, 


(Entrance between No. 32, the State Fire Ofice,and No. 33, Benson's, 
Silcersmith.) 


VERCOATS.—Gentlemen about parehaaliig their 
overcoats and Winter clothing should pay a visit to PREW’S 
CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295, High Holborn, where they 
will find for their inspection all tie newest and most fashionable materials, 
made in every deseription of coats,cut on the most improved principles, 
and of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any other house in Lon- 
don. Also 1,000 different patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per pair, 
usually charged 18s, to 21s. 
The ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of the 
season. 
The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen 
doors west ot Chancery-lane). 








AVE YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If so, you 

should take them to PREW’S CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 

the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select from the largest 

stock of best styles of every description of boys’ and youths’ clothing, 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom. 

LB, PREW, Tailor, Hatter, Hosier, and Gencral Outfitter, the Great 

Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west of 

Chancery-lane). 





Digetpht ted and COMFORT, DURABILITY and 
4 NEATNESS, are the advantages to be derived by all purchasers 
of DICK’S justly celebrated GUTTA PERCHA Bottomed BOOTS and 
SHOES. 

They are about half the usual price. 

They are impervious to damp, and comfortable in all seasons, 

They are made of the best material, and very easily repaired. 

They are of the inost approved shapes, and wear in all 

SEASONS double the tine of LEATHER, 

Ladies’ Elastic Side and Side-laced Boots, 5s. 6d. to 7s. 6d. 

Ladies’ Cashmere Boots, 3s. to 5s. 

Gentlemens’ Elastic Side Boots, 9s. to lis 

Gentiemens’ Shoes and Bluchers, 5s. 6d, to 7s. 6d. 

Misses’ and Boys’ Boots in great variety, from 2s. 3d. Boots and Shoes 
properly soled with gutta percha, at half the price of leather. 

All goods and workmanship guarrauteed., London Establishment, 132, 
High-street Whitechapel. Works, Greenhead, Glasgow. 








LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 

removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 

east of King-strect, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his new 
and well-selected stock. 








OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS To tue 
e QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite fragrance. 

John Gosnell & Cu.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume, 

John Gosnell & Co,’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
funies in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing 
pertume. Price 1s. and 1s, 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 
and a recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of 
the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.'‘s GOLDEN OIJL—Mcé#lline—Macassar Oil—Rears’ 
Grease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects 
enamel from decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is. 6d. 
in pots ; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price 1s. 

Manufactory, 12, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London, 





TYLER AND COMPANY, 
(Late Goopcuar, TyLEen, & Co.) 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
13,GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 

During a practice of twenty ycars, T. & Co. have had great experience 
in winding up Joint Stock Companies in Chancery; the investigation of 
intricate and disputed accounts; the liquidation of estates under deeds of 
inspection, assignment, and composition ; and the audit of the accounts of 
public companies. 

The management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act under- 
taken. Terms moderste. 





IRGIN VINEGAR for PICKLING, warranted 
made from Malt only, and perfectly pure. J’amilies supplied. 
SARSON & SON, near the Gate, City-road. Carriers call daily. 





AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by E. GOUGH & Co., the Original Patentees, and laid ex- 
clusively by them at the Houses of Parli and other 
public offices, is especially adapted for churches, offices, chambers, shops, 
passages, &c., being clean, warm, noiseless, dry, and economical. 
eer Poyce, 12, Bush-lane, ;Cannon-street, Manufactory, Green» 
wich-road, 














